FAIRWEATHER, Thomas

Wivenhoe Town Council <wivenhoe_council@btconnect.com>

From:

Sent: 13 April 2017 16:06

To: JENKIN, Bernard

Cc: PERRY, Cathy

Subject: ~ Wivenhoe Level Crossing Closures query and meeting 19th April 2017
Importance: High

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Bernard,
RE: Proposed Closure of Network Rail Level Crossings

Wivenhoe Town Council wish to make a formal objection to the proposed closure of the foot crossings E41 Paget Road
and E42 Sand Pit,

A detailed submission was made at the Network Rail Consultation Exercise in June 2018, and Wivenhoe Town Council
feel that none of comments and observations made by the Town Council at that fime have been acknowledged by
Network Rail.

{tis also considered that there should be a public inquiry into these proposed closures impacting on residents who
regularly use the crossings involved, which was suggested by Network Rail at the time of the original consuitation (U_nder

the Highways Act 1980 procedures for extinguishing footpaths (which closing these crossings would involve), a public
inquiry would be required if there were any outstanding objections, which there are in this case from Wivenhoe residents).

Please could you therefore send a response to the following points?

Would you be able to attend a meeting with members of Wivenhoe Town Council to discuss these proposed closures on
19" April 2017 at 7.30pm in the Council Chambers?

Would you be able to write to the Secretary of State for Transport to request a public inquiry into these closures?

| look forward to hearing from you.
Kind regards,
Hazel Humphreys

Wivenhoe Town Clerk
Wivenhoe Town Councit

Council Offices

77 High Street
Wivenhoe

Essex CO7 9AB
Tel: 01206 822864

This email (including any attachments) is intended only for the recipient(s) named above. It may contain confidential or
privileged information and should not be read, copied or otherwise used by any other person unless express permission
is given. ! you are not a named recipient, please contact the sender and delete the email from your system. |t is the
recipient's responsibility to ensure that appropriate measures are in place to check for software viruses.
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Our ref: tf/PagetRoadCrossing |

I am writing regarding the proposed closure of the Paget Road railway foot-crossing in
Wivenhoe, Essex by Network Rail,

You will be aware of Network Rail’s plans to close crossings across Essex in a bid to
improve the safety of the public. The proposed closure of this particular crossing is a
contentious one, and the way Network Rail have approached the closure has caused a great

deal of local upset.

It is important that I make clear the uniqueness of this particular crossing compared to others
in Essex. There is a clear split, made by the railway, through the heart of Wivenhoe. There
are five methods of crossing betweén the top and bottom half of Wivenhoe. This is a
restrictive amount for a town with a population above 7000. The closure of this crossing
would enforce and underline the divide in the town and goes against the vast majority of

public opinion.

This is a well utilised crossing, which historically has not seen any incidents, and which is
relied upon by many members of the community. There has been a distinct feeling in the
town that Network Rail have approached the proposed closure with a view that the crossing
was to close, no matter what the outcome of the public consultation, and that the intention of
Network Rail has always been to secure public support for a suitable and convenient
alternative. These efforts have failed, and the public, including their local representatives and
public organisations, remain overwhelmingly against the closure.

Ienclose a copy of concems from Peter Hill, which reflect the views of the majority of the
town. As you will see, there is a lack of any consensus with Network Rail, and there is little
public trust that a fair consideration is being given to the impact a closure would have on the
town. For the reasons stated, I would be most grateful if you would give me your assurances
that the proposed closure of this crossing will be subject to a public inquiry to ensure the
impact on the town and the level of public concern is taken fully into consideration before

any decision is reached.

Encl.

cc. Peter Hill Esq _
Local interest groups, representatives and media outlets

WORKING FOR HARWICH & NORTH ESSEX
www.bernardjenkinmp.com

Tel: 020 - 7219 4029
e-mail: perrve@parliament.uk

Fax: 020 - 7219 5963






NetworkRail

Bernard Jenkin MP Network Rail
House of Commons James Forbes House
London 27 Great Suffolk St
SW1A OAA London

SE1 ONS

6 September 2017

Ref: Obj/187/ES/R001

Dear Bernard Jenkin MP,

The Network Rail (Essex Level Crossing Reduction) Order
Level crossing E41 Paget Road

The Department for Transport has passed to us your letter of objection to the
proposed Order dated 4 May 2017, which has been allocated the reference

OBJ/187.

We note your concerns and, in the following paragraphs, we respond to each point
your raise. First, we set out the current and proposed status of the level crossing
referred to in your objection and briefly explain Network Rail’s proposals.

Level Crossing Current Status Proposed Status

E41 Paget Public footpath (not | Closure by diversion of
recorded on  Definitive | public footpath via new and
Map) existing public rights of way,

with enhancement to High
Street bridge and Queen’s
Road footway

E41 Paget Road

First, it may be helpful to outline the strategic context and background against which
the Order is brought forward.

Network Rail is responsible for the management and safe and efficient operation of
the railway network. It operates under and is bound by the terms of its licence under
the Railways Act 1993. It is regulated by the Office for Rail and Road (ORR).

In accordance with the terms of its licence and the strategic aims and policies of the

Network Rail Limited Regi d Office: Network Rail, One Eversholt Street, London, NW1 2DN Registered in England and Wales No. 2804587 weav.networkrail.co.uk




ORR, Network Rail has a duty to ensure the safety of users of the railway and to
promote improvements in railway services by cost effective and efficient
management of the network. It is also legally responsible for safety on and around
the railway, including at level crossings, not only for those using the railway, but
members of the public who may otherwise come into contact with it. Network Rail is
thus obliged to protect the public from the dangers of the railway so far as
reasonably practical.

As is recognised by the ORR in its Level Crossings Policy, the removal of level
crossings is the most effective way to achieve this objective, removing the interface
between trains and highway users entirely.

ORR’s strategy for health and safety regulation of level crossings makes clear that it
will encourage crossing closure, and ensure that all risk assessments consider this

first, in line with the principles of prevention.

In accordance with that objective, Network Rail has established a long term strategy
of reducing level crossing risk (see Transforming Level Crossings 2015-2040).
Closure of level crossings is the most effective way of removing the risk from the
network. Reducing the number of level crossings will also remove constraints on the
railway to enable enhancement of capacity and improvement of line speed (in
association with other schemes) and to secure operation and maintenance of the
network in a timely, efficient and economical manner in accordance with Network
Rail's statutory duties and licence.

For further information about Network Rail’s strategic aims please refer to the
Statement of Case submitted with the application for the Order. The Statement can
be found at https://www.networkrail.co.uk/running-the-railway/our-
routes/anglia/anglia-level-crossings/. Alternatively you can inspect a copy at one of
the locations in the attached list.

Network Rail is required, to keep risks at level crossings as low as reasonably
practicable. Network Rail must continue to manage the risks that exist at each level
crossing on the rail network, for as long as it remains open.

In response to comments that Paget Road crossing has an excellent safety record,
level crossings collectively pose the greatest risk to safety on the railway network.
That is to say, almost half of the non-suicide deaths (or injury equivalents) on the
railway network are attributable to level crossings. Trains take a long distance to
come to a stop. This means that being in the path of a train is an inherently
dangerous place to be. The risk can be managed to some extent through warning or
technology solutions. However, closure of level crossings is the only way to remove

the risk.

As set out above, safety is not the only reason for closure of these crossings. We
have explained above why closure of these level crossings is in the public interest
and the increased risk that arises due to increased usage.

We hope that our strategic case, outlined above, explains why closure of this
crossing is in the public interest.

Network Rail Infr Limited Regi d Office: Network Rail, One Eversholt Street, London, NW1 2DN Registered in England and Wales No. 2004587 www.networkrail.co.uk




You will be aware that a public inquiry will be held starting on 18" October 2017 at
Chelmsford City Council Chamber, Civic Centre, Duke Street, Chelmsford , Essex
CM1 1JE.

Meanwhile, if you require further information please do not hesitate to contact me on
the address above or by email to ALCross@networkrail.co.uk , quoting the reference
number provided.

Yours sincerely

T

Bridgit Choo-Bennett

Anglia Level Crossing Reduction Team
Network Rail

Network Rail Infrastructure Limited Registered Office: Network Rail, One Eversholt Street, London, NW1 2DN Registered in England and Wales No. 2904587 wwaw.networkrail.co.uk
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will encourage crossing closure, and ensure that all risk assessments consider this
first, in line with the principles of prevention.

In accordance with that objective, Network Rail has established a long term strategy
of reducing level crossing risk (see Transforming Level Crossings 2015-2040).
Closure of level crossings is the most effective way of removing the risk from the
network. Reducing the number of level crossings will also remove constraints on the
railway to enable enhancement of capacity and improvement of line speed (in
association with other schemes) and to secure operation and maintenance of the
network in a timely, efficient and economical manner in accordance with Network

Rail's statutory duties and licence.

For further information about Network Rail's strategic aims please refer to the
Statement of Case submitted with the application for the Order. The Statement can
be found at https://www.networkrail.co.uk/running-the-railway/our-
routes/anglia/anglia-level-crossings/. Alternatively you can inspect a copy at one of
the locations in the attached list.

In relation to your concerns on the proposed diversionary routes, in developing its
proposals, Network Rail has consulted with the highways authority and also
commissioned independent road safety audits and traffic surveys, where relevant, to
develop suitable and convenient diversionary routes. Where appropriate, we are
seeking powers under the Order to allow the creation of many new off-road rights of
way and/or improvements to existing public rights of way (e.g. new footways) to
maintain the provision of a local network of public rights of way.

We hope that our strategic case, outlined above, explains why closure of all these
crossings is in the public interest. All crossings pose an inherent risk to users and,
as stated above, safety is not the only reason for closure of these crossings.

If our response has provided sufficient clarity on the points made in your objection,
and has addressed your concerns about this Order, we would be grateful if you
would kindly let the Department for Transport know by withdrawing your objection.
We look forward to learning your position.

Meanwhile, if you require further information please do not hesitate to contact me on
the address above or by email to ALCross@networkrail.co.uk , quoting the reference
number provided.

Yours sincerely

Bridgit Choo-Bennett
Anglia Level Crossing Reduction Team, Network Rail

Enc. List of locations of TWA Order Documents

Network Rail Infrastructure Limited Registered Office: Network Rail, One Eversholt Street, London, NW1 2DN Registered in England and Wales No. 2804587 www.networkrail.co.uk



OBJ/189 U SLA Property Company Limited

E42 Sand Pit

Crossing withdrawn from Order



OBJ/190 Maragota Properties Limited

E42 Sand Pit

Crossing withdrawn from Order










the railway, including at level crossings, not only for those using the railway, but
members of the public who may otherwise come into contact with it. Network Rail is
thus obliged to protect the public from the dangers of the railway so far as
reasonably practical.

As is recognised by the ORR in its Level Crossings Policy, the removal of level
crossings is the most effective way to achieve this objective, removing the interface
between trains and highway users entirely.

ORR’s strategy for health and safety regulation of level crossings makes clear that it
will encourage crossing closure, and ensure that all risk assessments consider this
first, in line with the principles of prevention.

In accordance with that objective, Network Rail has established a long term strategy
of reducing level crossing risk (see Transforming Level Crossings 2015-2040).
Closure of level crossings is the most effective way of removing the risk from the
network. Reducing the number of level crossings will also remove constraints on the
railway to enable enhancement of capacity and improvement of line speed (in
association with other schemes) and to secure operation and maintenance of the
network in a timely, efficient and economical manner in accordance with Network

Rail’'s statutory duties and licence.

For further information about Network Rail's strategic aims please refer to the
Statement of Case submitted with the application for the Order. The Statement can
be found at https://www.networkrail.co.uk/running-the-railway/our-

routes/anglia/anglia-level-crossings/ . Alternatively you can inspect a copy at one of
the locations in the attached list.

We note that you use the level crossing at Pattens to access the SSSI at Thorley
Wash and object to the diversion of footpath 022. Access to Thorley Wash and the
canal footpath will still be available via a new footpath directing users to an exitsing
underpass, a short distance to the north.

You also raise concerns about the diversion of pedestrians onto busy roads and the
safety implications. The proposal does not involve diverting users along roads,
Network Rail will create new footpaths through the field to the north of Pattens;
taking you to an existing underbridge. The new route will allow you to access the
SSSI, Thorley Marsh nature reserve and the canal without the need to cross the

railway on the level.

Details of this change have been publicised on the site and by statutory notices in
the press, which accompanied public consultation events last year.

We hope that our response has provided sufficient clarity on each of the points made
in your objection, and has addressed your concerns about this level crossing. If so
we would be grateful if you would kindly let the Department for Transport know by
withdrawing your objection. We look forward to learning your position.

Network Rail ) ire Limited Regi! d Office: Network Rail, One Eversholt Street, London, NW1 2DN Registered in England and Wales No. 2904587 www.networkrail.co.uk




Meanwhile, if you require further information please do not hesitate to contact me on
the address above or by email to ALCross@networkrail.co.uk , quoting the reference
number provided.

Yours sincerely

=

Bridgit Choo-Bennett

Anglia Level Crossing Reduction Team
Network Rail

Network Rait Infrastructure Limited Registered Office: Network Rail, One Eversholt Street, London, NW1 2DN Registered in England and Wales No. 2804587 www.networkrail.co.uk
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Caroline O'Neill

From: TransportSecretary
Sent: 25 May 2017 08:52
To: POCorréspohderice
Subject: FW: Rail crossings
TO

Patrick Raffan | Private Secretary to The Rt Hor Ghris’ Grayling MP; Secretary of State, Department for Transport
5/13 | 020 7944 4500 | 07827 827111

Please note that all e-mails and their attachments sent by a Private  Sécretary on behalf of a Minister relating to.a decision
or comment made by a Minister, or note of a Ministerial meeting, should be filed appropriately by the recipient. DfT
Private Office does not keep official records of such e-mails or documents attached to, or forwarded with, them.

From: chris [mailto:chris@chrisgrayling.net]
Sent: 24 May 2017 12:49

To: TransportSecretary

Subject: Fwd: Rail crossings

=msoos=s===cs Forwarded message =s===========
From : ANDREW STANLEY <grandy@btinternet.com>

To : "chris@chrisgrayling.net"<chris@chrisgrayling.net>
Date : Mon, 22 May 2017 14:32:17 +0000

Subject : Rall crossings

Dear Mr Grayling

i I'm sure you have heard sufficient on this subject but I feel the need to add my own view and
i seek yours.

. As you will know Network Rail mtend to close 130 foot crossmgs in East Anglia. All of these
routes serve a purpose including joining footpaths, joining two areas together thhout long

detours for farmers and others, et al.

For the sake of the cost it takes to keep these crossings open (zero from my experience in most ,

cases) other than routirie (very occasional) inspections the autharities simply trample on the local
people for what reason? Presumably this must benefit a limited number of shareholders or others
with a financial interest. From a Government that tries to suggest it is interested in individual
rights, fitness from exercise it seems odd that you stand back and say it's a matter between
Network Rail and the local authority. Now that's leadership!

Regards

" Andrew Stanley

This email has been scanned by the Symantec Email Security.cloud service.
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ORR'’s strategy for health and safety regulation of level crossings makes clear that it
will encourage crossing closure, and ensure that all risk assessments consider this
first, in line with the principles of prevention.

In accordance with that objective, Network Rail has established a long term strategy
of reducing level crossing risk (see Transforming Level Crossings 2015-2040).
Closure of level crossings is the most effective way of removing the risk from the
network. Reducing the number of level crossings will also remove constraints on the
railway to enable enhancement of capacity and improvement of line speed (in
association with other schemes) and to secure operation and maintenance of the
network in a timely, efficient and economical manner in accordance with Network

Rail’s statutory duties and licence.

For further information about Network Rail's strategic aims please refer to the
Statement of Case submitted with the application for the Order. The Statement can
be found at https://www.networkrail.co.uk/running-the-railway/our-
routes/anglia/anglia-level-crossings/. Alternatively you can inspect a copy at one of
the locations in the attached list.

You say that this project must benefit a limited number of shareholders and others
with a financial interest. However, Network Rail is a not-for-dividend organisation,
we don't pay out dividends to shareholders. Instead, any profits we make are
invested straight back into improving the railway.

Network Rail explains the considerable costs associated with the management of
level crossings in our statement of case. We are obliged to have regard to the use of
public money in the ongoing costs of managing all level crossings. The purpose of
this project was to identify level crossings that could be closed without provision of
new infrastructure across the railway, regardless of the level of usage. In the vast
majority of cases, diversions rather than extinguishments are being proposed. In
developing its proposals, Network Rail has consulted with the highways authority to
develop suitable and convenient diversionary routes.

We hope that our strategic case, outlined above, explains why closure of all these
crossings is in the public interest. All crossings pose an inherent risk to users and,
as stated above, safety is not the only reason for closure of these crossings.

If our response has provided sufficient clarity on the points made in your objection,
and has addressed your concerns about this Order, we would be grateful if you
would kindly let the Department for Transport know by withdrawing your objection.
We look forward to learning your position.

Meanwhile, if you require further information please do not hesitate to contact me on
the address above or by email to ALCross@networkrail.co.uk , quoting the reference
number provided.

Network Rail Infrastructure Limited Registered Office: Network Rail, One Eversholt Street, London, NW1 2DN Registered in England and Wales No. 28045687 www.networkrail.co.uk




Yours sincerely

=

Bridgit Choo-Bennett

Anglia Level Crossing Reduction Team
Network Rail

Enc. List of locations of TWA Order Documents

Network Rail Infrastructure Limited Registered Office: Network Rail, One Eversholt Street, London, NW1 2DN Registered in England and Wales No. 2904587 www.networkrail.co.uk
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From: : Freddie Botfield <f.botfield@whirledgeandnott.co.uk>
Sent: - 25 May 2017 15:55 '
To: TRANSPORTANDWORKSACT
Cc: alcross@networkrail.co.uk
Subject: . Objection Letter - Howells Farm, Pitsea, Essex
Attachments: ' . MrKeeling objection - Howells Farm Pitsea Essex.pdf

Dear Sirs

Please see the attached objection letter fdr and on behalf of Mr Keeling to the closure of the footpath and diversion
at Howells Farm, Pitsea Essex. ‘ ' : ' o

A

Please could you confirm receipt.
Kind regards

- Freddie Botfield BSc (Hons) MRICS FAAV
01268 783377
07745 048575

WHIRLEDGE
-NOTT

RAYLEIGH OFFICE ) T
The Black Barn, Lubards Lodge Farm, Hullbridge Road, Rayleigh, Essex 856 9QG
Phone 01268 783377 | Website www.whirledgeandnott.co.uk ‘

Qur Services | Rural Planning Team | Houses To Let | Praperty For Sale | Commercial Praperties To Let

% Follow

Whirledgo & Nott iz the Trading name of Wninedge & Rott Limied. Rogistored i Englond No, 07893217
Regletored Office Tne Glack Bawm, Lunards Lodgo Farm, Hullbridge Hoad, Kayioigh, Essex $586 906G

CONFIDENTIAL: Unlpss otherwise aqreed CXprossly in wriing 8y Whinedge and ko, 1ns communzandn 10 e troated as
contdentialand the informaton i 4. may not be psed of disclhsod except lor the purpsses 10r wheh # has Doon sont. it you
avo any reason 1o beliove 1hat vou are nol the miendod recipent of this emal, plsase contagt Whiledge and Natt immediately,

This email has been scanned by the Symantec Email Security.cloud service.
For more information please visit http://'www.symanteccloud.com -
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The Secretary of State for Transport T{‘:;;’fj:f,:
c/o Transport & Works Act Orders Unit . Hullbrides Road”
General Council's Office ' :ay,eigh

- Department for Transport 7 : . . Essex
Zone 1/18 ' ( $56.9QG
Great Minster House ' ’ o '
33 Horseferry Road o Phone: 01268 783377
London SW1P 4DR , _ Fax: 01268 783388

Also by email to:~ www.whirledgeandnott.co.uk

transportandworksact@dft.gsi.qov.uk

alcross@networkrail.co.uk

25" May 2017

Dear Sir/Madam ‘

OBJECTION TO PLOT 72 - 39.23 SQUARE METRES OF PUBLIC HIGHWAY (SOUTHEND
ROAD), HARDSTANDING AND STAIRWAY TO OPERATIONAL RAILWAY (BARKING TO
PITSEA VIA RAINHAM LINE), THURROCK ESSEX - FOR AND ON BEHALF. OF MR DAVID
FREDERICK THOMAS KEELING [MR KEELING]

- OBJECTION TO PLOT 74 ~ 17.66 SQUARE METRES OF SHUBBERY TREES GRASSLAND
AND ARABLE LAND NORTH EAST OF PUBLIC HIGHWAY (SOUTHEND ROAD), SOUTH OF
OPERATIONAL RAILWAY (BARKING TO PITSEA VIA RAINHAM LINE), THURROCK ESSEX.

. - FOR AND ON BEHALF OF MR DAVID FREDERICK THOMAS KEELING [MR KEELING] -

OBJECTION TO PLOT 74A ~ 14.27 SQUARE METRES OF TREES AND SHUBBERY SOUTH
OF OPERATIONAL RAILWAY (BARKING TO PITSEA VIA RAINHAM LINE), THURROCK
ESSEX - FOR AND ON BEHALF OF MR DAVID FREDERICK THOMAS KEELING [MR

KEELING] ,

OBJECTION TO PLOT 75 — 803.35 SQUAﬁE METRES OF ARABLE LAND AND SHUBBERY
NORTH EAST OF PUBLIC HIGHWAY (SOUTHEND ROAD), THURROCK ESSEX - FOR AND

ON BEHALF OF MR DAVID FREDERICK THOMAS KEELING [MR KEELING]

OBJECTION TO PLOT 76 — 390.50 SQUARE METRES OF ARABLE LAND AND SHUBBERY
SOUTH OF OPERATIONAL RAILWAY (BARKING TO PITSEA VIA RAINHAM LINE),
THURROCK ESSEX - FOR AND ON BEHALF OF MR DAVID FREDERICK THOMAS KEELING

[MR KEELING]

OBJECTION TO PLOT 77 — 120.57 SQUARE METRES OF TREES AND SHUBBERY SOUTH
- OF OPERATIONAL RAILWAY (BARKING TO PITSEA VIA RAINHAM LINE), THURROCK
ESSEX - FOR AND ON BEHALF OF MR DAVID FREDERICK THOMAS KEELING [MR

KEELING] _
Whirledge & Nott is the trading name of Whirldege & Nott Limited. Registered in England No. 7891217

y RICS‘ Registered Office: The Black Bam, Lubards Lodge Farm, Hullbridge Road, Rayleigh, Essex, 556 980G
(\ Offices at Great Dunmow, Halstead, Colchester and Rayleigh. Regulated by RICS .



WHIRLEDGE
&NOTT

ek g i 4 e A
CHARTERED BUAVEVOAS  ABITOVELAS B VZLUFRS

OBJECTION TO PLOT 78 — 2470.67 SQUARE METRES OF TREES AND SHUBBERY SOUTH
OF OPERATIONAL RAILWAY (BARKING TO PITSEA VIA RAINHAM LINE), THURROCK
" ESSEX - FOR AND ON BEHALF OF MR DAVID FREDERICK THOMAS KEELING [MR

KEELING]

OBJECTION TO PLOT 83 —480.70 SQUARE METRES OF SHUBBERY. TREES AND ARABLE
LAND SOUTH WEST OF PUBLIC CROSSING (HOWELLS FARM), THURROCK ESSEX - FOR
AND ON BEHALF OF MR DAVID FREDERICK THOMAS KEELING [MR KEELING]

1.0 Notices

Mr Keeling received notices dated 30" March 2017 on behalf of Network Rail under the Transport
. and Works Act 1992, the Transport and Works (Applications and Objections Procedure) (England

and Wales) Rules 2006 and the proposed Network Rail (Essex and Others Level Reduction)
Order in relation to land owned by Mr Keeling. For the avoidance of doubt, this letter is in response
1o the notices received for Plot 72, Plot 74, Plot 74a, Plot 75, Plot 76, Plot 77, Plot 78 and Plot 83
(The Plots) and given on behalf of Mr Keeling. | attach a scanned copy of the plans, for

information.
. 2.0 Background

Mr Keeling has farmed the land since 1971, and explained the footpath from Inglefield Road and
to the railway crossing at Howells Farm is seldom used. The Plots along with adjacent land are
currently used for arable farming and are also of interest to residential developers. There is
currently a pending planning appllcation fora new railway station to the west of Lampitts Hill.

3.0 The impact

If the footpath was to be diverted over The Plots it would have the foﬂowmg impact onMr Keelmg s
land:

3.1. Trespass

The Plots lie near to a residential area and a busy road Mr Keelings land in this general area
has always been the subject of trespass. In the event that a footpath is created then it is
understood that under current legislation Mr Keliing cannot erect barriers such as stiles. or
pedestrian gates to limit access to pedestrians unless the field is used for livestock. That means
that it becomes almost impossible to control or prevent use by horses, bicycles, motorbikes and
similar. Prior to erecting gates and other obstructions along the roadside such as farm implements
Mr Keeling experienced all of the following issues arising out of trespass; - _

3.1.1. Some walkers tried to create an informal access/shortcut to the public footpath
.walking over or through crops, damaging those crops and causing losses. -

3.1.2. Some trespassers brought vehicles (motorbikes and cars) on to the land for off-
roading or joy-riding similarly causing damage to crops by driving over or through
those crops, setting fire to the vehicles and abandoning thosé vehicles within the
crops, and so on. When the vehicles were abandoned or burnt out then they not

20f6
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only would have to be cleared up but sometimes the soil underneath would have
to be removed to prevent contamination. . :

3.1.3. When working within the field it is sometimes necessary or prudent for farming
efficiency to leave machinery within the field overnight part-way through
cultivations and operations. Mr Keeling experienced vandalism and theft when
_machinery was left in the field before there was adequate security.

3.1.4. As is necessary under good husbandry and ¢rop management Mr Keeling
undertakes pest control on the land including shooting. This becomes more difficult
or dangerous when a field is subject to trespass, and The Plots are located in a
position close to where Mr Keeling would normally set up hides for such activity
and also close to where many rabbits emanate. ’

3.1.5. Mr Keeling’s land had been the subject of illegal fly-tipping -where land was
previously left unsecured with consequent costs and potential insurance claims. ‘

3.1.6. Where trespass is prevalent Mr Keeling had also experienced damage to
machinery and particularly combine harvesters due to items abandoned within the
crop. As these items cannot be seen by the machinery operator they are picked up
by the machinery when undertaking activities causing major damage, cost and
delay at a busy time of year. ‘

-3.1.7. If The Plots are to be acquired, this will reduce the overall cropping area of the field
~and hence have a negative financial impact on Mr Keeling.

3.2. Maintenarice
~ If Network Rail did obtain rights over the field, the new footpath use may cause the surface to
degrade and compact. Mr Keeling would therefore require a continued contribution towards the
maintenance of the surface and any style or gate installed on the new footpath to restrict access

to foot use only.

3.3. Option Agreement , E _
The Plots were previously subject to an option agreement benefiting a developer -as part of a
wider development proposal and heads of terms have now been agreed for a new option for
another development proposal. The proposed footpath would .limit_ the development area and

impact on value. :

3.4. Drainage : ‘
The Plots are on land which is the subject of an extensive and complex land drainage scheme.
Persistent footpath use would cause compaction and necessitate additional subsoiling and moling
in the area in order to maintain the efficiency of the drainage and therefore Mr Keeling would

suffer additional regular expense.

4.0 The Consequence

As a result of the above Mr Keeling is extremely concerned that The Plots and his adjacent land
will become the subject of trespass as previously and this will have consequent impacts on
farming the land both in cost and time. It will also restrict the use of the land such that it could not
be used for grazing livestock which is an enterprise which is particularly sensitive to trespass.

30of6



s ot e
CHARTEF£0 SUAVEYOAS . SULTONEERS L VELLERS

The future development of The Plots and adjacent land may also be impeded if a footpath
traverses the northern boundary. This would reduce the developable area and limit design

flexibility.

Other operations would also be restricted. It would be too high risk to store straw balés on the
land as they may be broken or set light to. Trespassers may permit dog fouling or leave debris
on the field such as broken glass which would restrict cropping such that crops like vining peas
which go directly mto the human food chain can no longer be grown,

5.0 Objection

"Having regard for the above Mr Keeling formally objects strongly fo the proposed compulsory
acquisition of rights over The Plots. .

6.0 Compenéation

Should Network Rail move fowvard with the above scheme and divert the footpath then
compensation will need to be addressed in relation to The Plots and the adjacent land. This should

include but not be limited to the following;

6.1. Crop loss, compensation and appropriate legal and professional fees should be paid to '
my client for any disturbance.

6.2. An easement right and payment should be made for acquinng a permanent right over
my clients land. .

6.3. Payment should be. made for any temporary use of land to accommodate the works.

7.0 Way Forward

We look forward to hearing from you with a response of how the above will be addressed.

' Yours Faithfully
. s
Aot

FREDDIE BOTFIELD MRICS FAAV
f.boffield@whirledgeandnott.co. uk
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NetworkRail

Freddie Botffield
Whirledge & Nott Limited

The Black Barn Network Rail
Lubards Lodge Farm James Forbes House
Hullbridge Road 27 Great Suffolk St
Rayleigh London
Essex SS6 9QG SE1 ONS

4 September 2017

Ref: Obj/ES/194/R001

Dear Mr Botffield

The Network Rail (Essex Level Crossing Reduction) Order
Level crossing T05 Howells Farm

Objector : Mr David Frederick Thomas Keeling

Borough: Thurrock

Plots : 72,74, 74A, 75, 76, 77, 78, 83

The Department for Transport has passed to us your letter of objection to the
proposed Order dated 25" May 2017, which has been allocated the reference
OBJ/194.

Level Crossing Current Status | Proposed Status

T05 Howells Farm | Public footpath | Existing to be extinguished. Users diverted
northeast toFobbing level crossing or
southeast to Southend Road bridge.

We note your concerns and, in the following paragraphs, we respond in detail to
each point your raise.

We set out below the strategic context and background against which the Order is
brought forward.

Network Rail is responsible for the management and safe and efficient operation of
the railway network. It operates under and is bound by the terms of its licence under
the Railways Act 1993. It is regulated by the Office for Rail and Road (ORR).

In accordance with the terms of its license and the strategic aims and policies of the
ORR, Network Rail has a duty to ensure the safety of users of the railway and to

Network Rail Infrastructure Limited Registered Office: Network Rail, One Evershoit Street, London, NW1 2DN Registered in England and Wales No. 2904587 www.networkrail.co.uk



promote improvements in railway services by cost effective and efficient
management of the network. It is also legally responsible for safety on and around
the railway, including at level crossings, not only for those using the railway, but
members of the public who may otherwise come into contact with it. Network Rail is
thus obliged to protect the public from the dangers of the railway so far as
reasonably practical.

As is recognised by the ORR in its Level Crossings Policy, the removal of level
crossings is the most effective way to achieve this objective, removing the interface
between trains and highway users entirely.

ORR's strategy for health and safety regulation of level crossings makes clear that it
will encourage crossing closure, and ensure that all risk assessments consider this

first, in line with the principles of prevention.

In accordance with that objective, Network Rail has established a long term strategy
of reducing level crossing risk (see Transforming Level Crossings 2015-2040).
Closure of level crossings is the most effective way of removing the risk from the
network. Reducing the number of level crossings will also remove constraints on the
railway to enable enhancement of capacity and improvement of line speed (in
association with other schemes) and to secure operation and maintenance of the
network in a timely, efficient and economical manner in accordance with Network
Rail's statutory duties and licence.

For further information about Network Rail's strategic aims please refer to Network
Rail's Statement of Case which was served on you.. The Statement can also be
found at https://www.networkrail.co.uk/running-the-railway/our-routes/anglia/anglia-
level-crossings/. Alternatively you can inspect a copy at one of the locations in the
attached list.

Footpath from Inglefield Road and railway crossing at Howells Farm seldom
used.

Level crossings collectively pose the greatest risk to safety on the railway network.
That is to say, almost half of non-suicide deaths (or injury equivalents) on the railway
network are attributable to level crossings. Trains take a long distance to come to a
stop. This means that being in the path of a train is an inherently dangerous place to
be. The risk can be managed to some extent through warning or technology
solutions however it is widely acknowledged that closure of level crossings is the
most effective way to remove the risk. For this reason, it is Network Rail policy to
close level crossings where possible, supported by the Office of Rail and Road
(ORR) policy that Network Rail must work to reduce level crossing risk.

This crossing was given an overall risk rating of C6 and so is considered high risk.
To briefly explain what this means, relative level crossing risk is expressed by our
risk model, ALCRM, as a letter and a number. The letter represents the individual
risk, with A being the highest and M being the lowest. The number represents the
collective risk, being the risk to crossing users, rail staff, and passengers. 1 is the
highest and 13 is the lowest.

This crossing was used by 16 adult pedestrians during a 9-day camera census
undertaken in June 2016. The crossing has stiles in the railway boundary fence. It is

Netwark Rail Infrastructure Limited Registered Office: Network Rail, One Eversholt Street, London, NW1 2DN Registered in England and Wales No. 2804587 www.networkrail.co.uk



a passive level crossing where the user is instructed to stop, look and listen before
deciding whether it is safe to cross. The railway at this crossing comprises two
railway lines and carries passengers and freight trains passing the crossing at
speeds of up to 70mph. To reduce risk in line with our policy, Network Rail is
diverting pedestrians to cross the railway safely over the existing Fobbing Automatic
Half Barrier level crossing, where there is a warning of approaching trains and
descending barriers, and Southend Road bridge where there is no direct interface
with trains.

Plots along adjacent land used for arable farming and interest to residential
developers. Pending planning application for new railway station to the west of
Lampitts Hill. Option agreement to developer, heads of terms agreed

It is considered that the crossing closure and footpath diversion works are separate
from any future developments and are suitable to facilitate the level crossing to be
closed within the current phase of work submitted as part of the current TWAO. The
diversion proposals do not preclude future development proposals.

In future, if you wish to divert the footpath, you may do so through Essex Highways
who has the power to make a Public Path Diversion Order under Section 119 of the
Highways Act 1980. Please refer to the following for guidance:
http://www.essexhighways.org/public-rights-of-way/Making-changes/permanent-
closures-or-diversions.aspx

Land subject of trespass

Network Rail has noted that you may be required to leave farm machinery in your
field overnight partway through cultivation. You had experienced pedestrians and
vehicles trespassing on your land which had resulted in the damage and loss of
crops. In a particular instance, vehicles were found burnt and you had to
decontaminate your land to enable crops to grow again. You have since put security
measures in place.

In discussion with the highway authority, to whose reasonable satisfaction the new
public right of way must be completed, Network Rail would be willing to discuss
provision of measures providing clear demarcation to discourage trespassing and
prevent future public misuse such as gates or fencing, if that would allay your
concerns.

In terms of carrying out shooting activities as part of maintaining your land, Network
Rail trusts that you are currently carrying this out at a safe distance away from the
railway to prevent any mishap with passing trains.

Drainage

Network Rail has noted that your land is subject to an extensive and complex land
drainage scheme where frequent use would cause compacting and additional
subsoiling and moling required to maintain efficiency of drainage

We consider that the relatively low usage numbers (17 users over a 9-day period at
the current level crossing according to census data) would not induce a significant
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loading along the new footpath and we anticipate this would be less than that of
agricultural machinery used at present. Therefore, it would be safe to assume that
the new footpath would have a negligible effect on the drainage system mentioned,
as it is likely that such a system is buried at a sufficient level, to avoid damage from
the loading associated with agricultural machinery.

Maintenance

We note your concerns regarding maintenance of the footpath. Network Rail will
maintain the path in the first year after creation. Subsequent maintenance will be the
responsibility of highway authority. As noted above, the new footpath must
completed to the reasonable satisfaction of the highway authority before it can be
brought into public use.

Flytipping

We note your concerns with possible fly-tipping. Please see our earlier comments in
relation to trespass., You may also find it helpful to ,refer to the Countryside Code for
the appropriate  procedures: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/the-
countryside-code/the-countryside-code#advice-for-land-managers

Reduce overall cropping area, loss of arable land

In terms of the impact on the value of your interest including the hides that are within
the proposed footpath route, you may be entitled to compensation in line with the
compensation code if order powers are granted and exercised. The UK Government
has issued guidance on compulsory purchase, which is available from Government
publications on the following link
(https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/compulsory-purchase-and-
compensation-booklet-1-procedure).

We hope that our response had provided sufficient clarity on each of the points made
in your objection, and has addressed your concerns about this level crossing. If so
we would be grateful if you would kindly let the Department for Transport know by
withdrawing your objection. We look forward to learning your position.

Meanwhile, if you require further information please do not hesitate to contact me on
the address above or by email to ALCross@networkrail.co.uk , quoting the reference
number provided.

Yours sincerely

/

Bridgit Choo-Bennett

Anglia Level Crossing Reduction Team
Network Rail
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NetworkRail

Freddie Botfield
Whirledge & Nott Limited

The Black Barn Network Rail
Lubards Lodge Farm James Forbes House
Hullbridge Road 27 Great Suffolk St
Rayleigh London

Essex SS6 9QG SE1 ONS

31 August 2018

Ref: Obj/ES/194/R002

Dear Mr Botffield

The Network Rail (Essex Level Crossing Reduction) Order
Level crossing T05 Howells Farm
Objector : Mr David Frederick Thomas Keeling

As you may be aware, following the adjournment of the Public Inquiry into the Essex
and Others Level Crossing Reduction Order late last year, the Public Inquiry is due
to reconvene on 25 September in Chelmsford.

In preparation for the Inquiry, Network Rail is looking to address so far as reasonably
practicable any concerns from landowners impacted by the level crossing closures
and downgrades.

In your client’s objection to TO5 Howells Farm Level Crossing, they raised concerns
about pedestrians and vehicles trespassing on their land, resulting in the damage
and loss of crops. You state that your client has since put security measures in
place. As we stated in our response to you on 4 September 2017 Network Rail would
be happy to discuss provision of measures providing clear demarcation to
discourage trespassing and prevent future public misuse such as gates or fencing, if
that would allay your client’s concerns. Please contact me directly at
liz.noonan@networkrail.co.uk and we can arrange a site visit to your client’s property
with a senior member of our project team to discuss your concerns.
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Meanwhile, if you require further information please do not hesitate to contact
directly.

Yours sincerely

Sy

Eizabeth Noonan
Anglia Level Crossing Reduction Team
Network Rail

Network Rail Infrastructure Limited Registered Office: Network Rail, One Eversholt Street, London, NW1 2DN Registered in England and Wales No. 2904587 www.networkrail.co.uk
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Berry Isobel

From: Info <info@kelvedon.org.uk>

Sent: 12 September 2017 14:20

To: TRANSPORTANDWORKSACT

Subject: Application for the Proposed Network Rail (Essex and Others Level Crossing
Reduction) Order

Attachments: Level Crossing Response July 16.doc

Dear Ms Foster

Kelvedon Parish Council objected to the closure of the level crossing at Kelvedon, Essex, during the consultation in
July 2016. Unfortunately, we were not notified about the inquiry into the proposed above Order, which is taking
place on 18 October at Chelmsford City Council Chamber. The email attaching the letter and other information of 26

July 2017 was forwarded to me by another Parish Council.

| am attaching Kelvedon Parish Council’s objection to the closure of the crossing, to enable this to be taken into
~count at the Inquiry.

Please could you acknowledge receipt of this email and attachment and confirm that the objection has been passed
to the Inspector.

Regards.

Philippa Potter

Clerk to Kelvedon Parish Council

The Old Fire Station, 102 High Street, Kelvedon, CO5 9AA
01376 570285 '

The office is usually attended on Mondays, Tuesdays and Thursdays from 9.30am to 2.30pm. Please email or leave
an answerphone message if we are not available and we will reply as soon as we are able.

“is email has been scanned by the Symantec Email Security.cloud service.
. or more information please visit http://www.symanteccloud.com




Kelvedon Parish Council

The Old Fire Station, 102 High Street, Kelvedon, Essex, CO5 9AA
01376 570285 | info@kelvedon.org.uk | www.kelvedon.org.uk
Clerk: Mrs Philippa Poftter

VAT Registration No: 940723238

Mr C Green -
Associate Director
Hamer Associates Ltd
104-106 Colmore Row
Birmingham

B3 3AG

21 July 2016

Dear Mr Green

E20 — Snivellers
Kelvedon Parish: EX/92/34

The Parish Council OBJECTS to this crossing being closed and sets out its reasons below.

To take your list of benefits which would arise from closure, as outlined on the information sheet:

o Improve safety of level crossing users:
There is no recorded history of accident or misuse at this crossing, which is user operated.

e Deliver a more efficient and reliable railway, which is vital in supporting the regional and UK
economy:
This crossing does not disrupt the train network. The gates are manually operated by the person
crossing, which does not involve input from any member of staff working on the rail network, or
cause any disruption to train journeys.

° Reduce the ongoing operating and maintenance cost of the railway:
This crossing is well maintained, all signage is intact and has recently been relaid by Network Rail,
which included the provision of mounting steps for horse riders on both sides of the crossing. It
would seem to be a false economy to now remove the crossing after it has been invested in.

e Reduce delays to trains, pedestrians and other users:
The crossing is manually operated as and when required, without any disruption to the train net-
work, therefore not contributing to any delays.

e Improve journey time reliability for all railways, highway and other right of way users:
As stated before, this crossing does not disrupt train journeys, nor does it disrupt any highways as it
is a public right of way/bridleway for pedestrians and horse riders, not vehicles. Therefore, its re-
moval would not contribute to the improvement of journey times.

Cont'd/...

H(acebook.com/Ke!vedonparish

witter.com/kelvedonparish



Kelvedon Parish Council

Path Diversion Proposals
This crossing forms a strategic link in the local Public Right of Way (PROW) network and is also currently
designated as a bridleway. It forms part of two of the Parish Council’s published circular walks.

Snivellers Lane is an ancient byway connecting the parishes of Rivenhall, Silver End and Kelvedon. Clo-
sure of the crossing will leave truncated and redundant sections of the PRoW on both sides of the rail-

way line.

There is no proposal for any new alternative pedestrian route provision, most notably south of the rail-
way. Here, Network Rail are proposing that pedestrians should use the A12 foot/cycleway from the
Snivellers Lane junction to join Cranes Lane and proceed north to cross the line at Hamiltons Bridge.
This is a metalled public highway towards Clarkes Farm, to rejoin the footpath network. This route is
circuitous and an unpleasant and potentially unsafe path for pedestrians alongside the A12.

in addition, Network Rail have proposed an alternative 'loop' for horse riders north of the line, utilising
alternative or new (to be created) bridleways. This, however, is removed from the existing Snivellers
Lane route, and does not provide any connectivity to pedestrians south of the railway line.

The Parish Council therefore OBJECTS to the closure of this crossing on the basis of the points put for-
ward above but most notably on the basis of the unacceptable loss of rural PRoW and lack of acceptable
alternative provision for pedestrians. An alternative would be to retain a ‘foot only’ crossing, taking
away the bridleway status, to remove any dangers posed by horses using the crossing, however, there
have not been any recorded incidents of this nature, to date.

We therefore hope that Network Rail decide to retain this crossing.
Yours sincerely

Philippav Potter

Philippa Potter
Clerk to Kelvedon Parish Council

nacebook.oom/Kelvedonparish KEL%‘ED ON

itter.com/kelvedonparish

PARISEL.COUNCIL,
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Mrs. Philippa Potter
C/o Kelvedon Parish Council

The Old Fire Station Network Rail
102 High Street James Forbes House
Kelvedon 27 Great Suffolk St
Essex CO5 9AA London

SE1 ONS

17 October 2017

Ref: Obj/ES/196/R001

Dear Mrs Potter

The Network Rail (Essex and Others Level Crossing Reduction) Order
Level crossing E20 Snivellers

The Department for Transport has passed to us the Parish Council’s letter of
objection to the proposed Order dated 21 July 2016, which was sent by email dated
12 September 2017. We note that the Parish Council objected to the closure of this
crossing during the consultation in June 2016. The objection has been allocated the
reference OBJ/196.

We note the Parish Council’'s concerns and, in the following paragraphs, we respond
to the points raised in the letter. We set out below the current and proposed status of
the level crossing referred to in the objection and briefly explain Network Rail's
proposals.

Level Crossing Current Status Proposed Status

E20 Snivellers Public Bridleway Existing public rights extinguished.
Diversion via new bridleway and
existing public rights of way

First, it may be helpful to set out the strategic context and background against which
the Order is brought forward.

Network Rail is responsible for the management and safe and efficient operation of
the railway network. It operates under and is bound by the terms of its licence under
the Railways Act 1993. It is regulated by the Office of Rail and Road (ORR). In
accordance with the terms of its licence and the strategic aims and policies of the
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ORR, Network Rail has a duty to ensure the safety of users of the railway and to
promote improvements in railway services by cost effective and efficient
management of the network. It is also legally responsible for safety on and around
the railway, including at level crossings, not only for those using the railway, but
members of the public who may otherwise come into contact with it. Network Rail is
thus obliged to protect the public from the dangers of the railway so far as
reasonably practicable.

As is recognised by the ORR in its Level Crossings Policy, the removal of level
crossings is the most effective way to achieve this objective, removing the interface
between trains and highway users entirely.

ORR’s strategy for safety regulation of level crossings makes clear that it will
encourage crossing closure, and ensure that all risk assessments consider this first,
in line with the principles of prevention.

In accordance with that objective, Network Rail has established a long term strategy
of reducing level crossing risk (see Transforming Level Crossings 2015-2040).
Closure of level crossings is the most effective way of removing the risk from the
network. Reducing the number of level crossings will also remove constraints on the
railway to enable enhancement of capacity and improvement of line speed (in
association with other schemes) and to secure operation and maintenance of the
network in a timely, efficient and economical manner in accordance with Network
Rail's statutory duties and licence.

For further information about Network Rail's strategic aims please refer to Network
Rail's Statement of Case. The Statement can be found at
https://www.networkrail.co.uk/anglialevelcrossings/. Alternatively you can inspect a
copy at one of the locations in the attached list.

Turning to the specific points, we address them in the order in which they appear in
the [etter.

No recorded history of accident or misuse which is user operated
As stated above, safety is not the only reason for the closure of this crossing.

This is a passive level crossing comprising two railway lines with passenger and
freight trains travelling at speeds of up to 100mph. The latest All Level Crossing Risk
Model (ALCRM) assessment assigns this crossing a rating of C6. To briefly explain
what this means, ALCRM expresses level crossing risk as a letter and a number.
The letter represents the risk to an individual using the crossing, with A being the
highest and M being the lowest. The number represents the collective risk, being the
total risk to crossing users, rail staff, and passengers, where 1 is the highest and 13
is the lowest. A rating of C6 indicates that this is a high risk crossing.

Our 9-day 24 hour camera census in July 2016 recorded a total of 8 adult pedestrian
users over that period, with no other usage.

Network Rail Infrastructure Limited Registered Office: Network Rail, One Eversholt Street, London, NW1 20N Registered in England and Wales No. 2804587 vwww.networkrail.co.uk



This crossing does not disrupt the train network. The gates are manually
operated by the person crossing {(...)

Does not disrupt train journey or highway, does not contribute to improvement
of journey times

Manually operated, therefore not contributing to delays

All level crossings are a constraint on the railway network, not just those that
comprise barriers and have protecting signals. The reasons for and the benefit of
removing those constraints are set out above, and are explained in more detail in our
Statement of Case.

Delays can result to services in the event of an incident at a level crossing.

The purpose of this project was to identify level crossings that could be closed
without provision of new infrastructure across the railway, regardless of the level of
usage. In the vast majority of cases, diversions rather than extinguishments are

being proposed.

The future strategy for level crossings, and our aim to reduce risks that cannot be
eliminated, will lead to introducing technology at passive level crossings such as
Snivellers. Warning equipment at Snivellers and other passive level crossings would
be expensive to operate and maintain in the increasingly complex railway. There will
be more signalling equipment to inspect, maintain and renew, and more failure
points to investigate and rectify. As level crossings may share some technology, say
for train detection, failures may impact on several level crossings simultaneously.
Elimination rather than mitigation of the risk therefore remains a preferred solution, in
line with the approach of the ORR. It is therefore not cost effective or proportionate
to improve safety of a crossing by the introduction of technology where diversion is a
reasonable alternative.

In any case, installation of Miniature Stop Lights does not safeguard against
deliberate misuse or accidents. There is still a requirement for users to understand

and obey the signals they are given.

Well maintained and recently re-laid including mounting steps for horse riders,
false economy to remove having invested in crossing

Network Rail has a statutory duty to maintain its crossings in good condition for
safety reasons. Network Rail is also obliged to have regard to the use of public
money in the ongoing costs of maintaining all level crossings.

We have addressed your points on manually operated crossing not contributing to
delays and improvement of journey times in the paragraphs above.
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Path diversion proposals

We note that your objection relates to Network Rail's proposals at the time of the first
round of consultation carried out in June 2016. Two routes were proposed at that
time, the red route which diverted users along the A12 footway to Cranes Lane,
crossing the railway at the overbridge on Cranes Lane (Hamilton’s Bridge), and the
blue route, which created a new circular bridleway route on the north side of the
railway to enhance the public rights of way network.

The proposals were revised and consulted again in September 2016. As a result of
the public feedback received at these consultations, Network Rail amended the
diversionary route as shown on the design freeze proposals (see attached) in the
Design Guide submitted with the application documents (document NR12).

Network Rail considers that its current proposals enhance public rights of way on the
northwest side of the railway.

To assess the suitability of the current proposal, a traffic survey was carried out
which showed that the traffic volumes and speeds are very low in the vicinity of
Crane’s Road bridge. An independent road safety audit did not identify any issues.
Network Rail considers that the route is safe and suitable for use by pedestrians as a
rural road walking route. The diversionary route has been agreed with the highway
authority, Essex County Council. Also, we note that Kelvedon Parish Council
consider the road bridge in question to be suitable for inclusion in circular walk 4.

Snivellers crossing forms part of circular walk 3. If Network Rail's proposals are
implemented, the circular walk will still available, in an amended form, by use of the
new bridleway to the northwest of the railway, with users being diverted to cross the
railway at Cranes Lane bridge.

To the north of the railway the new bridleway will provide a circular route for
pedestrians, equestrians and cyclists. The creation of a new bridleway loop to the
north of the railway is supported by Essex County Council and provides options for
users on the existing public rights of way network.

It is likely that any current users of Snivellers Lane to the south of the railway already
walk alongside the A12, as there is no provision for crossing the A12 at the end of
Snivellers Lane; the nearest safe crossing of the A12 is the underbridge at the end of
Crane’s Lane.

Network Rail considers that Cranes Lane bridge provides a suitable, convenient and
safe crossing of the railway at this location.

We hope that our response has clarified Network Rail's proposals and we look
forward to learning the Council’s position with regard to the current diversionary
route. If the proposals are agreeable, we would be grateful if you would kindly let the
Department for Transport know by withdrawing your objection. We look forward to
learning your position.
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Meanwhile, if you require further information please do not hesitate to contact me on
the address above or by email to ALCross@networkrail.co.uk , quoting the reference
number provided.

Yours sincerely

/

Bridgit Choo-Bennett

Anglia Level Crossing Reduction Team
Network Rail

Enc.
Design Freeze Proposal
Essex Deposit Locations
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