
PUBLIC INQUIRY re 
TRANSPORT & WORKS ACT 1992 NETWORK RAIL (Essex and Others Level Crossing Reduction) ORDER 2017 
 
REPRESENTATION BY MALCOLM LEES (OPEN SPACES SOCIETY LOCAL CORRESPONDENT)  
 
 

1. I have volunteered to be the local correspondent for Essex for the Open Spaces Society since 2016, but have 
only recently been able to consider some of the aspects of this Order. I apologise for not contacting the 
Inspector sooner and hope my intrusion will not cause unnecessary inconvenience to the other parties. 

2. I should like to address the Public Inquiry if it is possible at this late stage and have written the following 
submission to introduce my case. 

3. I understand Network Rail (NR) have applied for this Order because they consider their proposals to 
constitute a major change to the infrastructure of the UK’s rail network (otherwise NR would have applied 
under other legislation to make the changes they propose).  This Order is part of NR’s plan to change the 
whole UK rail network and remove rail level crossings wherever possible throughout England and Wales. 

4. NR have stated their proposals are not just a cost-cutting exercise: they wish to prevent accidents involving 
people crossing railways’ and they wish to speed up rail travel. To do this NR have proposed a number of 
closures of crossings in this Order and I wish to ask the Inquiry to consider refusing the applications to close 
Crossings Nos:- 

Colchester Main Line: 
E16 Maldon Road   Margaretting FP226-21 
E17 Boreham          Boreham  BR 213-23 
E18 Noakes             Boreham  FP213-24 
E19 Snivellers      Kelvedon  FP 92-34 

    
   Wickford – Southminster Branch: 
   E38 Battlesbridge   Rettendon       FP 229-23 

5. E16 Maldon Road, Margaretting Crossing for Footpath (FP) 226-21 
This crossing is in a cutting across the main line.  It appears feasible to construct a bridge over the railway at 
this point and I wish to ask the Inspector to change the Order to allow this to happen.  There is no need to 
close the public footpath across the railway. It might be argued that the construction of the A12 major road 
some years ago (which cut off the footpath by a Highways Act Side Roads Order) has obviated use of the 
footpath across the railway. But negotiations are going on at present into changes to the A12 road which 
may allow for re-instatement of footpaths that were cut off by it in the past.  A bridge across the railway at 
this point would fulfil the requirement (according to the latest National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)) 
to have regard to changes on the local environment.  Preventing use of the footpath across the railway 
would deny use of the whole footpath for recreational purposes by the public. 

6. E17 Boreham and E18 Noakes, Boreham Crossings for Bridleway (BR) 213-23 and FP 213-24 
I would ask the Inspector to refuse the applications to close these crossings. Both the Bridleway and the 
Footpath could be accommodated by an underpass of the railway adjacent to the Boreham Brook – where a 
viaduct carries the railway over the Brook. It is essential that NR consider and allow for the major new 
mainly residential development going on north of the railway. This is the Beaulieu Park development which 
includes a new railway station near this viaduct. It is imperative that access from the south of the railway is 
provided to people who will need to access the railway station and it would be possible to provide a road 
from the B1137 under the railway at this point with the Bridleway (which could take the Footpath also) 
alongside it.  Negotiations are in hand to re-instate the Bridleway and Footpath crossings of the A12 road 
which runs alongside the railway over the Brook.  NR should take the needs of local inhabitants into account 
and not close these public rights of way. 

7. E19 Snivellers, Kelvedon Crossing for FP 92-34 
I object to the closure of this crossing on the grounds that NR should take account of the negotiations to re-
instate the crossing of the A12. 

8. E38 Battlesbridge, Rettendon Crossing for FP 229-23 
There is no need to close this crossing. The speed of trains on this branch line presents little danger and sight 
lines are good. The crossing is in good condition and I submit that it should remain. 
 
 
Malcolm Lees        13 September 2018 


