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Originally scheduled for six weeks starting 18 October 2017, the inquiry closed on 13 February 2019 after 13 
weeks of actual inquiry, breaking from 6 December 2018 to 29 January 2019. 
  The Inspector’s report and recommendation is expected late autumn, but will not be made public then. It will be 
provided to the Secretary of State for Transport for consideration and decision, with publication possibly early 
2020. 
  I attended the inquiry on the day Merrow Golden, Ramblers’ barrister, presented her closing statement and I 
would recommend anyone to read it. (http://essex-level-crossings.persona-pi.com/inquiry-documents and then 
look under ‘I: Other Party documents submitted during inquiry’ for Ramblers and other objectors and 
‘H: Network Rail documents submitted during inquiry’ for Network Rail closing submission.)   
  Now the inquiry has finished, this article asks how Ramblers can support volunteers when (not if) this happens 
again. I and five other footpath secretaries from the Essex Area attended a meeting at Central Office (CO) for a 
post-inquiry ‘lessons learnt’ meeting to: 
 learn from our experiences of the Network Rail public inquiry (locally and nationally); 
 identify how we can effectively support future cases relating to level crossings; 
 consider potential next steps in this case. 
  CO accepted they were slow to respond to Network Rail’s (NR) proposals, and in the initial phases of 
consultation the footpath secretaries were very much on their own. Not until the consultation phases were 
completed and the inquiry loomed did CO become actively involved, bringing a much needed structured 
approach. Their help and guidance from then on has been greatly appreciated. 
  It was felt that more publicity was required, with more local representation, not just Ramblers. There were times 
when either no members of the public at all or just Ramblers were supporting the footpath secretary giving 
evidence. 
  How could we obtain evidence from other walking organisations regarding the impact of a closure on their 
walks?  
  More support is required for volunteers: guidance, templates and protocols when responding to proposed 
crossing closures. This would  apply whether NR are using the Transport and Works Act or Section 118A or 
119A of the Highways Act. 
  Evidently NR were surprised by the level of Ramblers’ resistance and felt they had received a mauling at times. 
They refused to discuss with the Ramblers, pre-inquiry, any of the closures, and at the one meeting held they 
were considered pretty arrogant and dismissive. A lot of time could have been saved if NR and Ramblers had  
had pre-inquiry discussions and alternative acceptable diversions agreed. I am sure NR will have a ‘lessons 
learnt’ session and perhaps come to the same conclusion! 
  Are level crossing proposals an opportunity, not just a threat? Is there an opportunity to negotiate additional 
links to benefit the PROW network? 
  A word on the time spent by the Ramblers volunteers. One Essex  footpath secretary had eight crossings; he 
read copious NR documents, produced a Statement of Case for each, made several site visits, giving evidence at 
the inquiry for each and other meetings. His rough estimate was 102 man days!  Hopefully with support and 
guidance this will be reduced next time. 
  
 


