OBJ/101 — Mr and Mrs Roberts

E47 Bluehouse

Appearing at Inquiry



OBJ/102 — Cy Fogel

EO6 Elsenham Emergency Hut

Appearing at Inquiry



Berry Isobel

From: Charles Loyd <Charles.Loyd@struttandparker.com>

Sent: 16 October 2017 10:57

To: AngliaLevelCrossings

Subject: The Network Rail (Essex Level Crossing Reduction) Order Level
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Sirs

The Network Rail (Essex Level Crossing Reduction) Order Level crossing E56 Abbots
Objector: Mr Peter Leslie Harris

Parish: Ardleigh

Plot(s): 6, 9, 10, 11 and 12

“write to confirm that my clients have agreed to withdraw their objections in respect of the above matter
Kind regards
Charles Loyd

Charles Loyd MRICS

Director

Eastern Land Management Department

Strutt & Parker, 11 Museum Street, Ipswich,Suffolk IP1 1HH

Direct 01473 220435 | Mobile 07702 312413 | Office 01473 214841

This email is confidential and may contain legally privileged information. If you are not the intended recipient it may be unlawful for you to read,
copy, distribute, disclose or otherwise make use of the information herein. If you have received this email in error please contact us immediately.
Strutt & Parker will accept no liability for the mis-transmission, interference, or interception of any email and you are reminded that email is not a
secure method of communication.

Strutt & Parker is a trading style of BNP Paribas Real Estate Advisory & Property Management UK Limited, a private limited company registered in
England and Wales (with registered number 4176965) and whose registered office is at 5 Aldermanbury Square, London EC2V 7BP.

For further details of Strutt & Parker please visit our web site

http://www.struttandparker.com.
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Caroline O’'Neill

From: Dinelli de Silva <Dinelli.deSilva@struttandparker.com>

Sent; 08 May 2017 12:29

To: TRANSPORTANDWORKSACT

Subject: Transport and Works Act 1992 - Notice Nos. 925, 926 and 927
Attachments: Objection Letter to Secretary of State - 8.5.2017 - CAL.pdf

Please find attached letter sent today relating to the above matter.

Kind regards

Charles Loyd MRICS

Partner

Eastern Land Management Department
Strutt & Parker LLP

11 Museum Street

Ipswich

Suffolk

IP1 1HH

Direct 01473 220435 | Mobile 07702 312413 | Office 01473 214841
Direct Fax +44 (0) 1473 230117

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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Strull & Parker LLP
11 Museurn Streat
Ipswich, Sufiolk IP | 11HH
Telaphons 01473 214841

inswich@struttandparker.com
wavw stiuttandparker comn

The Secrelary of State for Transport Direct diaf: 01473 220435
c/o Transport and Works Act Orders Unit Emalil: charles.loyd@strutandparker.com
Department for Transport, Zone 1/18 Our ref: CALIDD/CAB10/5Bad/5
Great Minster House, .

33 Horseferry Road

London SW1P 4DR 8" May 2017

Email to: transportandworksact@dft.gsi.gov.uk

Dear Sir

Transport and Works Act 1992
Proposed Network Rall (Essex and Other Levél Crossing Reduction) Order

Notice Nos. 925,926 and 927

We write on behalf of Peter Leslie Harris and his co-Trustees being the owners of the land to which the
abova Notices refer.

We wish to formally object to the Order in respect of the above Notices on the following grounds.

1.

The chosen location for the new footpath abuts the railway embankment along which are located
some 400-500 Poplar Tree stems. Those trees are unstable and liable to fall over thereby creating
a hazard for members of the general public. At present there are no public rights of way along the
intended route, meaning that when trees fall over, they do so without risk to human life and they can
then be cleared by the landowner at an appropriate timescale to fit in with agricuitural operations.
The proposal to locate a public right of way along the track will expose our clients to a liability that
they currently do not have. There will be an additional financial cost resuiting from the necessity to
remove the fallen trees immediately in order to comply with the legal requirement to prevent
footpaths being blocked. '

Our clients will withdraw the objection provided that the acquiring authority fell the poplar trees at
their cost and provide the timber to our clients and then subsequently spray off the poplar re-growth
to ensure that the trees do not re-grow, thereby removing the liability once and for all.

The railway embankment contains a significant number of rabbits which cause uneven surfaces in
the field where the footpath is proposed to be located thereby creating hazards for members of the
general public who will use the footpath. In order to prevent this, a rabbit proof fence is required to
be erected against the boundary of the railway embankment thereby delineating the extent of the
footpath and preventing damage to the footpath, which will become the liability of our clients once
the footpath route is confirmed.

Please accept this letter as formal notice of objection and all future correspondence in the matter should be
directed to Charles Loyd MRICS at Strutt and Parker LLP, 11 Museum Street, Ipswich IP1 1HH,

Yours faithfully

Yot Neter

Strutt and Parker LLP

A N



Charles Lloyd

Strutt & Parker LLP

NetworkRail

i

c/o Peter Leslie Harris and co-Trustees Network Rail

11 Museum Street

Ipswich
Suffolk IP1 1HH

Dear Mr. Lloyd

James Forbes House
27 Great Suffolk St
London

SE1 ONS

6 September 2017

Ref: Obj/ES/103/R001

The Network Rail (Essex Level Crossing Reduction) Order
Level crossing E56 Abbots

Objector : Mr Peter Leslie Harris
Parish : Ardleigh

Plot(s) : 6,9, 10, 11 and 12

The Department for Transport has passed to us your letter of objection to the
proposed Order dated 8™ May 2017, which has been allocated the reference

OBJ/103.

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

E56 Abbots

Public footpath

Public footpath to be extinguished and all level
crossing infrastructure removed and secured.
Diversion of footpath 27: new 2m wide footpath,
along field margin towards Little Bromley Road.
Use road bridge to cross railway.

Create further 2m footpath to the south of
Abbotts joining Little Bromley Road with
existing footpaths 28, 42 and 49 to the south of
railway.

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 for Rail and Road (ORR).

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




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
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 which was served. 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.

We note your concern that the proposed diversion route would add liability to you as
the natural felling process of your Poplar Trees may cause harm to users.

Network Rail cannot fell the trees as this would change the ecological impact of this
proposal which would be a significant change to the Ecological impact screening
statement that the DfT have issued.

The likelihood of trees being blown over onto the proposed footpath is very unlikely
given that the prevailing wind direction in the UK is from the west or south west. As
the railway is orientated southwest to northeast, trees are most likely to be blown
onto the railway rather than into the field.

However, it is an inherent risk if you feel that your trees may fall onto the railway. It is
your responsibility to ensure that this does not happen.

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



Proposed 2m wide
footpath type P1

Network Rail has noted your concerns that there are rabbit burrows along Network
Rail’s boundary. We will notify Network Rail Community Relations and appropriate
measures of control will be applied.

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

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






_Angela Foster

From: David Walker <dwalker@wslaw.co.uk>

Sent: - 08 May 2017 1609

To: Angela Foster

Cc: Mark Aanensen

Subject: . ~ NREssex level Crossings Order - J D STANSFIELD
Attachments: ’ 201705081452.pdf

Hi Angela

We have received the attached letter of objection from a J D Stansfield which does not appear to have
been copied to you.

Kind regards

David

E:g‘;liigl:‘alriz'::%ompliance Manager WEanwortF
Sherwood

T +44 (0)20 7593 5013

F +44 (0)20 7593 5199

M +44 (0)7765 408 936 ,
Jwalker@wslaw.co.uk www. wslaw.co.uk

| Supporting

DementiaUK

Helping families tace dementia

: Public Sector (Specialism: Infrastructure - Parllamentary)

Cyber Crime Alert

Emails can be scammed. Please do not rely on emall notification of bank account changes W|thout direct
“verbal confirmation from a trusted source.






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.

The diversionary route is along existing public roads. The shortest available route is
via Butterys and the steps, or there is a slightly longer step free route via
Woodgrange Drive. The additional distance will of course depend on the origin and
destination of users’ journeys.

Network Rail considers that this route is suitable and convenient for the majority of
users and the closure of the crossing will help to bring the public benefits outlined

above.

I note from your objection that the crossing has a high footfall, particularly by children
attending the nearby schools. The entrances to the 3 schools in the area are all
some distance from the level crossing, and they are easily reached by alternative
routes.

In response to your comment about the recent investment at the level crossing,
Network Rail is obliged to maintain all level crossings so that the risk is as low as
reasonably practicable. In the event of closure, any reusable equipment can be
redeployed at other level crossings.

You mention that there has been recent works at the level crossing to upgrade the
factilities. 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.

We hope that our response had provided sufficient clarity on each of the points made

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



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

T

Bridgit Choo-Bennett

Anglia Level Crossing Reduction Team
Network Rail

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



OBJ/105 — E&A Strategic Land

E29 Brown and Tawse

Appearing at Inquiry



OBJ/106 — Robert Button

E41 Paget Road

Objection Withdrawn












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.

To address your specific concerns on the proposed diversion route:

Network Rail does not consider that its proposal will make the RSPB Vange Marsh
Nature Reserve inaccessible. The purpose of the proposed Order is to close the
level crossing and provide a diversionary footpath; the provision of parking is not
affected.

On the RSPB website, the recommended parking area for visitors to Vange Marsh is
Wat Tyler Country Park, with visitors directed to walk north along Pitsea Hall Road,
then along Terminus Drive to the north of the railway, then crossing back over the
railway at Motorbike level crossing. Network Rail’s proposal would provide access to
the Reserve on the south side of the railway, shortening the route by approximately
200m and eliminating the need to cross the railway twice.

The proposed route will be longer by approximately one kilometre for some people
walking to the Reserve from north of the A13.

Network Rail considers that the new proposed footpath will be no less convenient for
people with reduced mobility and people with walking difficulties. People parking in
the nearest recommended car park (Pitsea Station), or arriving by public transport,
would have around 100m further to walk, but this will be mostly away from traffic.

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

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



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 for TWAO documents
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Point 2 - Privacy and security for Littlebridges and Whitesbridge residents
and security

We note your concerns over property security. It was noted at a site inspection, that
there is a landscape buffer around the majority of the property boundaries. However
we would be happy to discuss with you reasonable mitigation measures such as
fencing or planting.

Point 3 — Bridleway impacts farmland

Agricultural land would be lost to the bridleway with proposals to fence off a 3m wide
strip around the field boundary. The landowner would be compensated for loss
under provisions within the Compensation Code.

Point 4 — Was not notified of works

Transport Works Act Order Notices were erected at the level crossing and local
residents were leafleted before each formal consultation stage. Upon submission of
the Transport and Works Act Order, directly affected parties were notified by
statutory notices. In addition, these notices were also placed at the crossings and
locally advertised.

In June 2016, various local newspapers had published the location for the round 1
consultation events.

Round 2 consultation events were published in September 2016. At round 2, the
parish council had supported the proposals as the footpath does not have an onward
connection to the north of the crossing. Also mentioned that the train whistles were a
constant irritation to local residents.

It was also raised that Maldon Road was not suitable for walking and suggested a
new route to the south of Maldon Road to link existing public rights of way. This
alternative option was taken forward. The proposal was discussed with the
landowners directly affected and as a result of the consultation the full length of the
bridleway is now proposed to be fenced off from the field.

Point 5 — Propose original footpath following railway to corner of nuns

crossing down straight road
This option was carefully considered when suggested at the Round 1 consultation

stage.

Network Rail land to the side of the railway is heavily vegetated and partly within an
embankment and unsuitable for a new public right of way. This option could have
used third party land, but as per the southern side of the Maldon Road it would
require the loss of agricultural land and also pass through an area used for storage

purposes.

This option would also require users to cross Maldon Road twice passing a vehicular
access point to the railway with the potential for additional risk. Also the footpath
running in front of the cottages instead of behind them would expose users to road
traffic and resulting in a longer and less convenient route than the one proposed

within the Order.

Point 6 — Have not seen people use the footpath in 11 years. People have used

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



the road instead

The level crossing is temporarily closed for safety reasons, owing to the absence of
steps to facilitate ascent and descent of the cutting slope. The footpath network is
the responsibility of the highway authority and they are not prepared to allow the
route to be simply extinguished when the crossing is formally closed. Network Rail is
under an obligation under the Transport and Works Act 1992 to provide an
alternative route unless it can satisfy the Secretary of State that no alternative route
is required. This has resulted in finding a solution to continue to offer connectivity for
the public right of way network. A bridleway has been provided at the request of
users and Essex County Council and is considered reasonable as the new public
right of way links directly to an existing bridleway.

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 address above, quoting the reference
number provided.

Yours sincerely

T~

Bridgit Choo-Bennett

Anglia Level Crossing Reduction Team
Network Rail
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