
Dear xx  

Network Rail’s Proposed Closure of Foot Crossings  

As I am sure you are aware, Network Rail is proposing to close some sixty railway foot 

crossings in Essex. Network Rail says that it wants to close them to reduce accidents, 

improve rail reliability and journey times, and cut costs. It has embarked on a two-stage 

programme of consultation to be completed in August / September.  

The Essex Area of the Ramblers, with 4,000 members, is deeply concerned about the 

implications of the proposals, not only for our members but for the general public: dog 

walkers, shoppers and children on their way to school are also affected.  

Under normal circumstances, where a railway crossing is not involved, there is a 

longstanding right to object with a public enquiry if necessary. But Network Rail is making 

use of the Transport and Works Act 1990, the provisions of which are weaker in their 

protection of public rights than the standard provisions for closure and diversion of paths. 

There is no consideration of public use of the route, either now or in the future, and for 

diversion orders the tests dealing with the suitability of the alternative route take no account 

of its convenience to the public or public enjoyment of the path.  

The problem with the pattern of consultation used by Network Rail is that it has quickly 

moved from the general to the particular. It rules out all-out opposition to the principle of 

closures and creates an opportunity for Network Rail to gather data which suggests that local 

populations have agreed individual proposals. Essex Ramblers are opposed in principle to all 

closures, but will also argue against individual closures on a case-by-case basis. Our 

representatives have attended all the public meetings, and have submitted comments through 

the questionnaires and face-to-face with officials of Network Rail.  

We believe that the risk to walkers on foot crossings is much exaggerated. Fatalities at 

crossings have been falling over the years, and last time reached an all-time low of three 

nationally; a report in The Times on 16 July quoted a Network Rail spokeswoman as 

admitting that the footpath crossings were “not high risk”. We think that diverting pedestrians 

on to dangerous roads poses a much higher risk, and that the real motive for closures is cost 

savings. In fact, some of the lines where closures are proposed only carry two trains an hour. 

There are no proposals for footbridges or subways: these would be very acceptable 

alternatives, but clearly Network Rail does not want to bear the expense.  

We suspect that constituents will already have contacted you about this difficult issue. We 

feel that Network Rail’s proposals will, if unopposed, open the way to more draconian 

closures, not only locally but nationwide.  

We are therefore writing to you, along with other Essex MPs, to draw your attention to the 

very real dangers of diverting pedestrians on to certain busy roads, the potential 

inconvenience to members of the public, and to the use of the Transport and Works Act by 

Network Rail.  

We hope that you will be able to persuade the Secretary of State for Transport to review  

• The size and extent of the programme  



• The method being used (the Transport and Works Act)  

• The overall justification for the proposals, in particular the safety implications  

We hope that you will also make representations to Network Rail. We would be happy to 

meet you if you think it would be helpful to elaborate our views further.  

Yours sincerely  

ALAN GOFFEE  

Chair, Essex Area Ramblers  

alan@turnbury.plus.com  

 


