





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 your comments concerning the convenience offered by Paget Road Level
Crossing and your belief that it offers a safe route.

Paget Road Level Crossing has been identified as one of many crossings proposed
for closure.

Addressing your point that Paget Road crossing is safe, the latest All Level Crossing
Risk Model (ALCRM) risk assessment gives Paget Road a rating of C4. This is
regarded as a high risk level crossing. The risk level has not improved despite the
installation of the Covtec Supplementary Audible Warning Device. The risk factors
are cited as frequent trains, large numbers of users, sun glare, and low sighting time.

In order to retain vital pedestrian links across the railway, alternative routes are
offered via Anglesea Road and the High Street. The High Street route will be
improved by a new and more level footpath link to Phillip Road, together with
footway improvements on the bridge in discussion with Essex County Council.

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. Meanwhile, if
you require further information please do not hesitate to contact me, quoting the
reference number provided.
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Yours sincerely

/

Bridgit Choo-Bennett

Anglia Level Crossing Reduction Team
Network Rail

Enc. List of locations for TWAO documents
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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. 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.

Paget Road crossing

We note that you comment on the safety record of the Paget Road Level Crossing
and the suitability of the alternative route via Anglesea Road. As a resident of
Queens Road, we note that you raise particular concerns over the location of the
proposed bench near your property.

Addressing your point that Paget Road crossing has a long safety record, the latest
All Level Crossing Risk Model (ALCRM) risk assessment gives Paget Road a rating
of C4. This is regarded as a high risk level crossing. The risk category has not
improved despite the installation of the Covtec Supplementary Audible Warning
Device. It is the 25" riskiest footpath level crossing on Anglia route (out of 354). The
risk factors are cited as frequent trains, large number of users, sun glare, and low
sighting time.

You are concerned about the alternative route via Anglesea Road, Valley Road and
Queen’s Road, and in particular the steep gradient. In order to address such
concerns expressed in the first round of consultation, an additional proposal was
made to use High Street via a new and more level footpath link to Phillip Road.

Under Network Rail’s proposals, users could divert to either Anglesea Road bridge
or the High Street bridge via a more level route. The High Street route would be
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further improved by footway improvements, with details to be agreed with Essex
County Council.

In terms of the proposed madifications for Queen’s Road, any highway improvement
works will be reviewed and delivered to the reasonable satisfaction of the highway
authority. The issues you raise would be some of the factors that would be
considered during detailed design.

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.

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

Yours sincerely

G-

Bridgit Choo-Bennett

Anglia Level Crossing Reduction Team
Network Rail

Enc. List of locations for TWAO documents
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OBJ/123 - Francis Braekman

EO6 Elsenham Emergency Hut

Appearing at Inquiry
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Secretary of State for Transport

c/o Transport and Works Act Orders Umt
General Counsel’s Office,

Department for Transport,

. Zone 1/18,

Great Minster House,

London, SW1P 4DR

" 10" May 2017
Dear Sir, -

Network Rail Anglia Level Crossing Reductions TWA Order

I am writing on behalf of the Bishop’s Stortford & District Footpaths Association (BSDFA) with
regard to above mentioned level crossing closure proposals. By way of background, BSDFA was
founded in 1957 to preserve, protect and maintain the public Rights of Way network and rural verges
in the Hertfordshire and Essex border area around Bishop’s Stortford

Our comments are specific to the three rail crossing. located to the south of Bishop’ s Stortford — HO5
(Pattens), H06 (Gilston) and, HO8 (Johnsons). :

HOS5 Pattens (Footpath - Thorley 022). . . ‘

The BSDFA objects to the proposed closure of this level crossing.

This is a popular route for walkers heading to the Herts & Middlesex Wildlife Trust nature reserve at
Thorley Wash and presents the most direct route. from Thorley. With planned new residential
development to the south of Bishop’s Stortford this direct access to the nature reserve and river Stort

is likely to experience increased footfall. -
We have several concerns regarding Network Rail’s proposals for this crossing:

e the diversion is long at approxunately 1 km and is routed through an area that is a designated -

~ flood plain and subject to flooding. :

e pedestrians are routed under the railway by way of an existing underpass. To make it fit for
purpose the underpass would require excavation. We are concerned that such action would
make it susceptible to regular flooding making the footpath impassable in wet conditions.

e in the event of closure due to flooding pedestrians would be presented with a significant
.diversion of over 2km along the busy B1529 either north (via Theorley footpath 005) or south
(via Spellbrook Lane East). This would present an unacceptable diversion.









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. 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 object to the closure of the HO5 Pattens level crossing as it
provides a direct link from Thorley to the nature reserve at Thorley Wash. It will still
be possible to access the Thorley SSSI via a new footpath directing users to the
existing underpass, a short distance to the north of Pattens level crossing. You
mention that the diversion is long. The impact of the diversion depends upon the
origin and destination of users’ journeys.

We note your concerns relating to the future development of the adjacent sites.
Alterations to the surrounding land use could have a significant impact on the use of
the crossing and to the risk rating. Any increase in usage of the level crossing
resulting from an increase in population in the area will increase the risk at this level
crossing if it were to remain open.

If Network Rail is successful in closing the crossing under the Order, we will have no
further objections to the future development of your land.

You consider that the proposed diversion, through a designated flood plain, may be
subject to flooding and also believe that the proposed diversionary route via the
underpass might be subject to flooding if it required excavation work.

It is not proposed to lower the ground level of the underpass, the reduced head
height has been agreed with Hertfordshire County Council. Network Rail proposed to
install an appropriate drainage solution; this will be agreed with the highways
authority at detailed design.

According to the Environment Agency’s (EA) Flood Map, the existing underpass is at
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risk of flooding during a 1 in 1000 year flood event (0.1% Annual Exceedance
Probability), which is extremely low and would only happen under truly exceptional
circumstances.

Network Rail will construct and complete the alternative diversionary route to meet
the reasonable standards of the highway authority, Hertfordshire County Council. It
will be adopted and maintained by the council.

We consider that the alternative diversionary route is suitable and convenient and
provides connectivity to the existing footpath network.

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

e

Bridgit Choo-Bennett

Anglia Level Crossing Reduction Team
Network Rail
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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.

Network Rail is obliged by its authorizing Acts to maintain crossings of the railway
where rights of way exist. Network Rail is also obliged to have regard to the use of
public money in the ongoing costs of maintaining all level crossings.

You say that you use the crossing as a short cut from Station Road to Wheatsheaf
Lane. Network Rail's proposed footpath would be free of steps, is a shorter route to
Wheatsheaf Lane and would still be suitable for dog walking.

We note your concerns over property security. We would be happy to discuss with
you whether any reasonable mitigation measures might be suitable.

You say that the new footpath would jeopardise any future opportunity to purchase
additional land to extend your garden. In the event that you purchase additional land
in the future, it is possible for you to apply to divert the footpath, such that it would be
routed around your extended garden.

Regarding your alternative suggestions for the diversion route, there is already a
public footpath in existence between Station Road and Wrabness Road via Foxes
Farm, and another public footpath to Foxes Farm from Harwich Road, which provide
sufficient off-road walking options for people from the south. However, users walking
to or from Wrabness Station will benefit from reduced road walking through Network

Rail’'s proposal.
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Diversion of users along Church Road would amount to an extinguishment of the
current footpath, rather than a diversion. The public already have the right to walk
along Church Road. The highway authoritiy has emphasised to us the importance of
providing off-road routes where possible.

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 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.

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

number provided.

Yours sincerely

T

Bridgit Choo-Bennett

Anglia Level Crossing Reduction Team
Network Rail

Encl list of locations for TWAQO document
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NetworkRail

Guy French

Director

Whirledge & Nott Network Rail
Bullbanks Farm James Forbes House
Halstead Road 27 Great Suffolk St
Eight Ash Green London

Colchester CO6 3PT SE1 ONS

4 September 2017

Ref: OBJ/126/ES/R001

Dear Mr French

The Network Rail (Essex Level Crossing Reduction) Order
Level crossing E22 Great Domsey

Objector : Mr Robert John Cock and Mrs Janet Lilias Cock
Parish : Feering

Plots : 7,9, 11,15 and 17

The Department for Transport has passed to us your letter of objection to the
proposed Order dated 10" May 2017, which has been allocated the reference

OBJ/126.

Level Crossing Current Status | Proposed Status

E22 Great Domsey | Public footpath Existing footpath to be extinguished.
Users to diverted_along Network Rail
boundary eastward to existing bridge east
of crossing.

We note your concerns and, in the following paragraphs, we respond in detail to the
points you 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 of 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
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

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



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, a copy of 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/.

Point 1: Current level crossing and footpath should remain open, it is
infrequently used and partly redundant and does not pose a safety risk. If
consent to close the crossing is given then application to Essex Highways
should be made to extinguish footpath EX/78/3 not reroute as it ceases at A12
dual carriageway and does not connect to wider PRoW network.

We note your objection to the perpetuation of footpath EX/78/3. We also note your
comment about the minimal use of the footpath currently. The level crossing is
located on a 100mph section of railway, and as the statutory railway undertaker for
this section of line we are duty bound to ensure that the safest method of crossing
the railway is provided. In our previous discussions with the highway authority, Essex
County Council (who's asset the footpath is) they were not prepared to allow the
footpath to be simply extinguished. It is for this reason that we have provided a
diversionary route for the level crossing closure.

As part of the scheme, Network Rail is obliged to provide a diversion to maintain
connectivity for the public footpath network that is suitable and convenient. Although,
this footpath ceases at A12, this was found to be required at the consultation stages.

Point 2: Plots 11, 10 and 15 are unnecessary as accommodation works can be

accessed from plot 9.
Plot 9 is to be acquired temporarily for the creation of the new footpath, which being

an unsurfaced field edge path. Plots 10, 11, and 15 are required temporarily for
access to enable the removal of the level crossing. The reason these were selected
instead of using plot 9 was as follows:
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a) We need to create the new footpath before we can close (remove) the level
crossing. We also need to undertake lineside boundary fencing.

b) The level crossing may not be recovered at the same time as the new
footpath opening.

c) We did not want to risk damaging the new footpath when access is taken to
remove the level crossing.

d) Due to the nature of the land (ground height changes) where the footpath
(and plot 9) meets the railway overbridge, it was not considered appropriate to
turn vehicles from the access track into the field at that point.

Network Rail Level Crossing Reduction team will liaise with you directly in advance
of the works to ensure that a suitable working arrangement can be reached.

Point 3: Compensation and legal fees for disturbance, permanent rights over
plot 9 and temporary land use for accommodation works.

In terms of the impact on the value of your client’s interest, you may be entitled to
compensation in line with the provisions in the Order and the compensation
code. 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

i

Bridgit Choo-Bennett

Anglia Level Crossing Reduction Team
Network Rail
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OBJ/127 — Wrabness Parish Council

E48 Wheatsheaf

Appearing at Inquiry



OBJ/128 — DJ Edmonston

HO04 Tednambury

Appearing at Inquiry



OBJ/129 lain Lidell & Cromwell Manor Functions

E33 Motorbike

Appearing at Inquiry



OBJ/130 Fairfield (Elsenham) Limited

EO6 Elsenham Emergency Hut

Appearing at Inquiry



OB\ 13|

Angela Foster

From: ‘ Cressing Parish Council <cressing.parish.council@gmail.com>

Sent: ‘ 11 May 2017 09:46

To: TRANSPORTANDWORKSACT; angIlalevelcrossmgs@networkrall couk
Subject: ' Network Rail Anglia Level Crossing Reductions TWA Order
Importance: High

Dear Sir or Madam -
I am writing on behalf of Cressing Parish Council in relatlon to the Angha Level Crossings Proposal for E36 — Cranes

No. 2 (White Notley Parish), Public Right of Way Reference EX/120/8.

This, and the other level crossings proposals in the area, were considered by Cressing Parish Council at its meeting

yesterday. The Parish Council objects to the proposed diversion at Cranes No. 2 because it will be taking away the

public footpath and diverting the route into an area where there is no public footpath. The effect of this crossing

closure is to create dead ends for two sections of the path which would otherwise cross the railway with the result

~ that these ancient rights of way will effectively no longer be useable. This is approximately quarter of a mile of

" pathway in all and, crucially, is a section which affords sweeping views across to the south east and, nearer the river,
views of the river valley and proximity to one of our few remaining pieces of ancient woodland. )

Cressing Parish Council are currently in the process of creating a Nelghbourhood Plan and a recent survey to every
resident in the parish has identified that a high proportion of residents use the footpaths and countryside around
Cressing on a regular basis and it would be devastatmg if this proposal deprived residents of this pleasure.

It is also noted that there have been no safety mcndents on this crossing.
Cressing Parish Council therefore strongly objects to the closure of Cranes No. 2.

Yours sincerely

Anna Tame
CRESSING PARISH COUNCIL CLERK

: St Barnabas,
Claud Ince Avenue,
Cressing,
Essex CM77 8HG
T: 01376 329 288
E: cressingparishcouncil@gqmail.com

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




NetworkRail

Anna Tame Network Rail
Cressing Parish Council Clerk James Forbes House
St Barnabas 27 Great Suffolk St
Claud Ince Ave London
Cressing SE1 ONS
Essex CM77 8HG

29 August 2017

Ref: Obj/131/ES/R001

Dear Ms Tame,

The Network Rail (Essex Level Crossing Reduction) Order
Level crossing E36 Cranes No2

The Department for Transport has passed to us your letter of objection to the
proposed Order dated 11 May 2017 on behalf of Cressing Parish Council, which has
been allocated the reference OBJ/131.

We note your concerns and, in the following paragraphs, we respond to the points
your raise. We set out the current and proposed status of the level crossing referred
to in your objection in the table below.

Level Crossing Current Status Proposed Status

E36 Cranes No.2 Public footpath Extinguishment with users
diverted via existing
footpaths 21, 10, and 28

We note that you object to the closure of E36 Cranes No.2 level crossing as you
consider it entails the loss of an attractive section of footpath affording views over
surrounding countryside.

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 of Rail and Road (ORR).

In accordance with the terms of its licence 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
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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.

You state that the proposed diversion “will be taking away the footpath and diverting
the route into an area where there is no public footpath”. Network Rail is proposing
use of an alternative public right of way route on footpaths EX/74/28, EX/120/10 and
EX/120/21. The current crossing has steps and stiles whilst the diversionary route is
step-free and takes users to a safe crossing under the railway. Network Rail's
proposal was reviewed and agreed with the highway authority, Essex County
Council.

The proposed diversion is already a section of the promoted Essex Way and walkers
would still be able to appreciate the woods as they walk in a westerly direction along
footpath EX/120/21, which meets the woods on the corner. We would not be
creating two “dead ends” as Essex County Council, as highway authority, have
asked that we extinguish them.

The sweeping views and views near the river, to which you refer, will still be
available from the proposed alternative route (the Essex Way) as both footpaths
descend the side of the valley close to one another.

Network Rail is aware that the public footpath network is highly valued and that is
why we have worked closely with Essex County Council as highway authority to find
suitable alternatives to the routes over level crossings.
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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.

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
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BURES HAMLET PARISH COUNCIL

Clerk:

Mrs Jenny Wright

38 The Paddocks

Bures

Suffolk CO8 5DF

Tel: 01787 227750

Email: ossiejen@sky.com

The Secretary of State for Transport

cl/o Transport and Works Act Orders Umt
General Counsel’'s Office

Department for Transport

Zone 1/18, Great Minster House

33 Horseferry Road

London SW1P 4DR

10t May 2017

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: Network Rail Essex and Others Level Crossing Reduction Order
. E54 Bures - In the District of Braintree — In the Parish of Bures Hamlet

We attach our two previous letters of objection (5/7/2016 and 5/10/2016) and ask
that the contents be carefully considered to prevent the unnecessary closure of this

important village asset.

We wish to particularly draw your attention to the danger to pedestrians of having to
cross under the railway bridge where there is currently no footpath on the Colne
Road side, a far greater safety hazard than crossing the railway line where there is
one train per hour in each direction travelling at slow speed on the approach to or

departure from the station platform

Bures Hamlet Parish Council does not consider that constructing a footpath under
the railway bridge on the Colne Road side is a viable option because it would
severely limit the road width and lead to an increased risk of traffic accidents and
potential for vehicle damage to the low headroom arch bridge.

We respectively suggest that the rail infrastructure authority is consulted concerning
these particular matters.

We trust that the Parish Council's concerns particularly on the safety of pedestrians
will be thoroughly considered and investigated before any final decision is reached.

Yours faithfully

d/k\) "y U~

Mrs Jenny erght
Clerk to Riiree Hamlet Parich Cainineil



BURES HAMLET PARISH COUNCIL

Clerk:

Mrs Jenny Wright

38 The Paddocks

Bures, Suffolk

CO8 5DF

Tel: 01787 227750

Email: ossiejen@sky.com

Anglia Level Crossing Proposals
Network Rail

One Stratford Place

Montfitchet Road

London

E20 1EJ

5th July 2016

Dear Sir/Madam

Level Cfossing Proposals E54 Bures, Bures Hamlet Parish EX/70/30

Please find below the parish council’'s comments on the closure proposal for the
above listed pedestrian rail crossing.

Network Rail is currently proposing one option to replace the pedestrian rail crossing
at Bures, with a route along The Paddocks and underneath the railway bridge in

Station Hill.

The existing rail crossing has excellent visibility in both directions whereas the
underbridge does not. Pedestrians will be in constant danger from road traffic. In
addition train speeds are predictable, road traffic is changeable and speeds are
variable. We also understand that traffic calming under the railway bridge has been
suggested but traffic light control would be totally unacceptable to the parish council.

Network Rail's proposal handout lists a number of benefits perceived in closing or
modifying level crossings that can help to bring about a number of benefits.
Listed below are comments to those perceived benefits in relation to E54:

Improve the safety of level crossing users. The alternative routes proposed would
considerably increase the safety risk to pedestrians. Note the comments stated

earlier.






BURES HAMLET PARISH COUNCIL

Clerk:

Mrs Jenny Wright

38 The Paddocks

Bures

Suffolk

CO8 5DF

Tel: 01787 227750

Email: ossiejen@sky.com

Anglia Level Crossing Proposals
Network Rail

One Stratford Place

Montfitchet Road

London

E20 1EJ

5% October 2016

Dear Sir/fMadam

Level Crossing Proposals E54 Bures, Bures Hamlet Parish EX/70/30 -
Phase 2 Consultation

Bures Hamlet Parish Council is extremely disappointed that closure of the above is
still being pursued following the initial consultations carried out earlier this year.

We remain opposed to this proposal for the reasons set out in our letter dated 5t
July 2016 (see copy attached) and we consider that the points made have not been

properly taken into account.

In particular, the proximity of this crossing to the station, meaning that trains
approaching in either direction are travelling at a low speed where there is good
visibility; and the added danger to pedestrians of diverting the footpath under the
existing roadbridge where there is no pavement and bad visibility. '

We would therefore challenge the high ALCRM rating given of “D”.

We also find it difficult to accept that public opinion has been taken into account
when your report states that 82% of those who responded were against the proposal

with only 9% in-support.







NetworkRail

Mrs Jenny Wright Network Rail

Bures Hamlet Parish Council James Forbes House
38 The Paddocks 27 Great Suffolk St
Bures London

CO8 5DF SE1 ONS

5 September 2017

Ref: Obj/132/ES/R001

Dear Mrs Wright,

The Network Rail (Essex Level Crossing Reduction) Order
Level crossing E54 Bures

The Department for Transport has passed to us your letter of objection to the
proposed Order dated 10 May 2017, which has been allocated the reference

OBJ/132.

We note your concerns and, in the following paragraphs, we respond to the points
your raise. We set out below the current and proposed status of the level crossing
referred to in your objection.

Level Crossing Current Status Proposed Status

E54 Bures Footpath level crossing Closure with diversion via
existing route with new
footway

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
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

DAl I, I irmitmd Dani A N#fina M L Dail Mna Busrchalt Qtrnat | andan A4 2NN Ranictarad in Ennland and Walae N 20N46R7 wnean nahwnrkreail ronk




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 your specific concern over pedestrians having to cross under the railway
bridge and you consider that constructing a footpath under the railway bridge on the
Colne Road side would limit the road width and lead to an increased risk of traffic
accidents and potential for vehicle damage to the underside of the bridge.

Network Rail's proposal provides an additional footway over a short length at the
east end of the railway bridge to provide continuity of the existing footway across the
verge at water Lane junction towards The Paddock. The width of the new footway
would match the existing footway. Discussions with Essex County Council have
indicated that they support this proposal. There are no proposals to amend the
footway beneath the existing bridge which is maintained by Essex County Council.
There will be no changes to the headroom. This footway on the north side of the
road is currently used by pedestrians accessing the road bridge from all direction
and this existing use will continue, albeit with an additional length of footway to
improve the current usage.

Under the Order, Network Rail will not close the level crossing until the new diversion
route is approved to the reasonable satisfaction of the Highway Authority and

brought into public use.

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.



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

number provided.

Yours sincerely

=

Bridgit Choo-Bennett

Anglia Level Crossing Reduction Team
Network Rail

Nehwark Rail Infractaintitra | imited Ranistared Offica: Natwork Rail (ina Fuarshnlt Straet. | ondon. NW1 2DN Reaisterad in Enaland and Wales No. 2804587 www.networkrail.co.uk
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From: Hugo Richardson <hugo.richardson@weldonbeesly.com>
Sent: 11 May 2017 10:27
To: TRANSPORTANDWORKSACT
Cc: ALCross@networkrail.co.uk; anglialevelcrossings@brutonknowles.co.uk;
will jackson@brutonknowles.co.uk
Subject: Network Rail (Essex-and Others Crossmg Reduction) Order - Roydon Lea Farm,
Roydon Road, Harlow, Essex CM19 5DU - E02 Camps - Objections
Dear Sirs

We are instructed by the Camp family of Roydon Lea Farm to act as their agent in respect of the Network Rail (Essex
and Others Crossing Reduction) Order proposals. :

On their behalf we confirm objections to the proposals shown as E02-Camps on the following grounds;

1.

The notices placed on site were not accompanied by plans necessary to show the proposed changes. They
included plan Sheet 05 showing the footpaths to be stopped up but not plan Sheet 06 showing the proposed
new footpath. v

The notices have not been correctly served on the owners of the land affected by the proposals.

The proposed new footpath route is far longer than the existing route which is proposed to be stopped up
causing unnecessary inconvenience to users*.

The stopping up of Footpath (FP) 75 Harlow, as proposed, will leave the remaining southern section of FP75
and FP 74 Harlow as an awkward ‘dog-leg’ in the farmyard at Roydon Lea Farm*.

The proposed new route would run along floristically enhanced field margins which are within a Higher Level
Scheme (HLS) agri-environmental agreement with Natural England/DEFRA. This is not conducive to the
wildlife conservation aims of the scheme, ,

In light of objection 5 (above), it is likely the field margins would need to be extended beyond the proposed
path which would reduce the area available for growing crops in the adjacent fields, which would make it
difficult to achieve areas required to fulfil obligations under the HLS agreement and have significant financial
consequences for our client. .

The proposals as currently drafted could significantly affect the residential enjoyment and value of Roydon
Lea Farmi Cottage. It would also mean FP users would be crossing the busy entrance road to Roydon Lea
Farm, which is used not only by farm traffic but the residential and commercial users of the site including

the concrete crushing plant.

* My client has repeatedly sought to engage with Network Rail and their representatlves about proposed

alternatives which better address Network Rail’s objectives. These suggestion shave been ignored as has our more

recent request for a site:meeting. My client remains content to engage with Network Rail to assist in identifying a
"better solution. We are hopeful that a robust consultation process can be initiated and welcome the opportumty to

meet with Network Rail as soon as possible.

Please acknowledge receipt of this objection.

Yours faithfully

Hugo Richardson BSc (Hons) PGDip Surv MRICS
RICS Registered Valuer
Director, Weldon Beesly Limited

Beesly

A: 100 South Street, Bishop's Stortford, Hertfordshire CM23 3BG



T: 01279 798866
M: 07800 587660
W: www.weldonbeesly.com

The content of this email {and any attachment) is confidential. It may also be legally privileged or otherwise protected from disclosure. This
email should not be used by anyone who is not an original intended recipient, nor may it be copied or disclosed to anyone who is not an
original intended recipient. If you have received this email by mistake please notify us by emailing the sender, and then delete the email and
any copies from your system. Liability cannot be accepted for statements-made, which are clearly the sender’s, own and not made on behalf
of Weldon Beesly Limited. Weldon Beesly Limited, Chartered Surveyors. Regulated by RICS. Registered in England and Wales

No. 7744240. Registered Office: Lake House, Market Hill, Royston, Hertfordshire SG8 9JN.

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




Berry Isobel

From: Hugo Richardson <hugo.richardson@weldonbeesly.com>

Sent: 11 May 2017 10:42

To: anglialevelcrossings

Cc: AngliaLevelCrossings; Will Jackson

Subject: RE: E Camp & Sons - Roydon Lea Farm, Harlow, Essex [BK-BK.FID419612]
Attachments: 17 02 18 Camp to Jackson.pdf; Camp family objections.pdf

Dear Laurie

I have heard no further from Network Rail about a meeting, which is disappointing.

| attach an email from Chris Camp to Will Jackson dated 18 February 2017 with alternative suggestions — the
ontents of the email with attached plan is very clear to follow and to my mind clearly sets out my clients position — we
remain hopeful this can be considered and discussed but for the avoidance of doubt, my client has had no response

to this.

| attach a summary produced by Chris and Paul’s sister Susan Clarke who lives at Roydon Lea Farm Cottage setting
ut her objections which as far as | am aware also remains unanswered.

| do not accept your clients position on costs which [ consider, in light of the process and failure to engage is
unreasonable and unfair. | am in discussion with other agents, NFU and CLA on the issue and this correspondence

and our formal objections are sent without prejudice to our contention that my clients reasonable professional costs
should be met by Network Rail.

My client remains keen to work with Network Rail in a meaningful way, which is only possible if they are prepared to
discuss — the point of ‘consultation’. Please note we would still like to meet Network Rail on site.

Please note | have been through the Section 6 Transport and Works Act 1992 Notices which have been sent to
Roydon Lea Farm. These have not been correctly addressed and therefore we do not consider they are valid.

| look forward to hearing from you.
est wishes
Hugo
180 Richardson BSc (Hons) PGDip Surv MRICS

KICS Registered Valuer
Director, Weldon Beesly Limited

A: 100 South Street, Bishop's Stortford, Hertfordshire CM23 3BG
T.: 01279 798866

M: 07800 587660

W: www.weldonbeesly.com

The content of this email (and any attachment) is confidential. It may also be legally privileged or otherwise protected from disclosure. This
email should not be used by anyone who is not an original intended recipient, nor may it be copied or disclosed to anyone who is not an
original intended recipient. If you have received this email by mistake please notify us by emailing the sender, and then delete the email and
any copies from your system. Liability cannot be accepted for statements made, which are clearly the sender’s, own and not made on behalf
of Weldon Beesly Limited. Weldon Beesly Limited, Chartered Surveyors. Regulated by RICS. Registered in England and Wales

No. 7744240. Registered Office: Lake House, Market Hill, Royston, Hertfordshire SG8 9JN.



From: anglialevelcrossings [mailto:anglialevelcrossings@brutonknowles.co.uk]

Sent: 20 April 2017 09:16

To: Hugo Richardson <hugo.richardson@weldonbeesly.com>; anglialevelcrossings
<anglialevelcrossings@brutonknowles.co.uk>; Will Jackson <will.jackson@brutonknowles.co.uk>
Cc: Charlotte Balaam <charlotte.balaam@weldonbeesly.com>

Subject: RE: E Camp & Sons - Roydon Lea Farm, Harlow, Essex [BK-BK.FID419612]

Hi Hugo,

Thank you for your email.

My colleague Will Jackson met Mrs Clarke, Mr Paul Camp and Mr Christopher Camp on 14/02/17 during the
consultation period to discuss their concerns regarding the proposals for EO1, E02 and E03. Following the meeting,

full details were sent to Network Rail for consideration. | note from your email that you have copied Will in, please
note his email address is incorrect and should be will.jackson@brutonknowles.co.uk

{

Formal notices for the Essex and others order were issued on 31 March 2017 and as far as | am aware, we have not
had any contact from your clients since our meeting with them during the consultation period.

We have been advised by Network Rail that in line with Compulsory Purchase guidance, professional fees will not be
reimbursed during the consultation period. If the powers are confirmed and notice to treat served a right to
compensation will arise at this juncture. This may include professional fees where reasonable and reasonably
incurred.

| have forwarded your email onto the Network Rail consents team ALCross@networkrail.co.uk who will respond to
you regarding a meeting.

Kind regards

Laurie Edwards

- Disclaimer
B . g% 7he information in this email is only for the recipients named above and is confidential. It may also be
-y !:U:t@n-' SR subject to legal privilege. If you are not an intended recipient you must not use, copy, or disseminate it and
Jﬁﬂmeﬁmm you should notify Bruton Knowles of your receipt of it immediately by email or telephone and delete it
' from your system. [

| Property Consultants  Although Bruton Knowles believes this email and any attachment are free of virus or other defect which
might affect your system it is your responsibility to ensure that this is so. Bruton Knowles accepts no
liability for any loss or damage caused in any way by its receipt or use. Bruton Knowles is authorised and
regulated by the Financial Conduct Authority. Bruton Knowles is regulated by RICS.

From: Hugo Richardson [mailto:hugo.richardson@weldonbeesly.com]
Sent: 19 April 2017 18:30

To: anglialevelcrossings; Laurie Edwards; willjackson@brotonknowles.co.uk
Cc: Charlotte Balaam '

Subject: E Camp & Sons - Roydon Lea Farm, Harlow, Essex

Dear Sirs

We are instructed by E Camp & Sons and the Camp family of Roydon Lea Farm, Harlow, Essex to represent them in
relation to proposed alterations to the public rights of way across Roydon Lea Farm in Harlow, Essex.



My client has repeatedly tried to make contact with Bruton Knowles (BK) acting on behalf of Network Rail and
Ardent before BK. My client has taken the time to consider these proposals in detail and they have numerous
concerns. They have tried to email and speak with various members of the Bruton Knowles team but calls are not

returned and emails remain unanswered.

In light of their difficulties in communicating with Network Rail’s representatives, they have engaged our firm to
represent them. They are therefore being put to professional cost as a result of matters well beyond their control.
We therefore require from Network Rail an undertaking that they will meet our clients reasonable professional costs

incurred in the matter.

My time and that of my Co-Director Charlotte Balaam is charged at the hourly rate of £150 and that of our colleague
Tom Banks at £65 per hour. Disbursements and VAT are in addition.

Please confirm that these costs will be met whether or not the matter proceeds to completion. We produce
quarterly timesheets at the end of June, September, December and March which are accompanied by an invoice

‘thich we require settled in 14 days.

[ would like to arrange a meeting with someone on behalf of Network Rail at Roydon Lea Farm where my client can
also be present. Not only do my clients have a number of comments which they have already made but would like
+0 make face to face but would also like to understand what Network Rail is seeking to achieve. In light of the
significant impact your current proposals would have on my client’s farm | do not consider it unreasonable that
someone be made available to meet on site to discuss the proposals.

[ look forward to hearing from you as a matter of urgency.
Best wishes
Hugo

Hugo Richardson BSc {Hons) PGDip Surv MRICS
RICS Registered Valuer
Director, Weldon Beesly Limited

- Beesly.

A: 100 South Street, Bishop's Stortford, Hertfordshire CM23 3BG
01279 798866

i: 07800 587660

W: www.weldonbeesly.com

The content of this email (and any attachment) is confidential. It may also be legally privileged or otherwise protected from disclosure. This
email should not be used by anyone who is not an original intended recipient, nor may it be copied or disclosed to anyone who is not an
original intended recipient. If you have received this email by mistake please notify us by emailing the sender, and then delete the email and
any copies from your system. Liability cannot be accepted for statements made, which are clearly the sender’s, own and not made on behalf
of Weldon Beesly Limited. Weldon Beesly Limited, Chartered Surveyors. Regulated by RICS. Registered in England and Wales

No. 7744240. Registered Office: Lake House, Market Hilf, Royston, Hertfordshire SG8 SJN.



Objections to proposed new footpaths at EO2 Camps and E03 Sadlers;
Drawing No MMD-3b7516E03PIU0O1.

1: The crossing at Sadlers (E03) is the most dangerous on the farm and we avoid using it
after having had several near misses. The noise from the water rushing out of the pipe
completely obscures the sound of oncoming trains and the sight line is very short due to the
curvature of the track.

It would be far safer for the path to go under the underpass as shown on the amended map,
and straight across to join up with the cycle path to the Pinnacles. The main reason lost
walkers give for being in our farmyard is that they are trying to get from the riverbank to
Harlow, and this would be a direct route.

2: The footpath in the Park (1) should be moved because this field is used for our single
suckle herd and there are times when bulls / cows with calves will be in this field making it
unsafe for walkers or cyclists. Dog faeces are a vector for the spread of Neosporosis, which
can cause cattle to give birth to stillborn calves (see attached document for further
information). There is no cure for this disease and we have grave concerns about the
number of dog walkers who use the riverbank and neighbouring areas of ground.

Also there is no point in directing people into the farmyard if the path to camp’s crossing is
to be removed. Farmyards are not parks, they are hazardous environments; it would not be
acceptable to put a footpath across a construction site or quarry, neither is it safe to put one
through a working farmyard.

3: The proposed footpath in the field margin of Home Field (2) between EX/185/122 and
EX/185/78 is completely unacceptable. At present my house is not at all overlooked by
other buildings or footpaths, the proposed path will remove my privacy and devalue my
property. The proposed path will also be in close proximity to my pony paddock; there will
be a heightened risk from cyclists and footpath walkers, particularly with dogs. | have
serious concerns about people who would otherwise not have access interfering with /
harming my animals.

The field is part of the countryside stewardship higher level scheme and any alteration of
acreage use wiil put us in breach of the terms of that scheme. The field margins provide
valuable hunting ground for barn owls, buzzards, red kites and short eared owls, all of which
are protected species. The proposed footpath route would lead to inevitable degradation of

this habitat.

4: The drive to the farm also provides access to a groundswork company and numerous 40
tonne lorries go up and down it all day, 5 % days a week, not including all of the farm traffic.
The proposed route of the footpath entails an unavoidable intersection with this road,
which in turn entalls a high risk of walkers being run over.

5: The proposed route of the path acioss the top of Bark Field (3) passes diractly over a
patch of bee orchids (Ophrys apifera). In addition this field margin contains numerous other
varieties of native wildflowers (vetches, knapweed etc.) which provide valuable habitat for
bees, butterflies and hoverflies. These are all important contributors to the requirements of
the higher level environmental stewardship scheme.



6: The proposed route in Pond Field (4) will also cover a connected colony of bee orchids;
these are the only representative colonies of this species on the farm. This field is an area of
rare mature grassland habitat, as indicated by the presence of yellow meadow ants (Lasius
flavus), and numerous varieties of waxcap mushrooms (Hygrocybe sp), which are
themselves of conservation concern. It is also used for grazing sheep, and there often rams
in the field which may present a danger to walkers. There are already 2 footpaths in this
field.

In conclusion Roydon Lea Farm has been managed for the past 98 years by my family with
the wellbeing of wildlife and habitat preservation as a priority. Contrary to what we are told
by television presenters, wildlife and farm animals do not thrive on or appreciate large
numbers of people and cyclists trudging through their habitat, and farmland is not a public
park. This farm is one of the few unspoilt areas in the vicinity and should be allowed to
remain this way. There will be enough disturbance to us when the proposed trackway
widening to Liverpool street takes place; we do not want to be inundated with people as
well.

Mrs Susan Clarke

Mr Paul Camp

Mt Christopher Camp
Mr Johnathon Camp
Roydon Lea Farms
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