Email 1
From:
Sent: 26 April 2018 11:42
To:
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>
Subject: RE: Farmdale foot crossing near Westcombe Park

Hope you are well.
Can I hassle you for the contact details in the planning department?
Kind regards



3 |

@networkrail.co.uk |

Network Rail | 2nd Floor | London Cotton Centre | Tooley Street | London Bridge | SE1 2QG

 Please consider the environment when printing this email

From:
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk]
Sent: 18 April 2018 12:21
To:
Subject: RE: Farmdale foot crossing near Westcombe Park

Good afternoon
As discussed, site meeting for Tuesday the 24th/04/2018 at 11am ,Westcombe Park Station.
Regards

NRSWA,Street works Area Co-ordinator
Network Management Team
Royal Borough of Greenwich
 The Woolwich Centre,
DRES, 5th Floor
35 Wellington Street,

London SE18 6HQ






@royalgreenwich.gov.uk

LGC Council of the Year 2013
Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail
From:
@networkrail.co.uk]
Sent: 18 April 2018 12:11
To:
;
Subject: FW: Farmdale foot crossing near Westcombe Park
Importance: High

,
Please can I chase my previous e mail to you below.
It would be great to get a response.
Kind regards,



|

@networkrail.co.uk |

Network Rail | 2nd Floor | London Cotton Centre | Tooley Street | London Bridge | SE1 2QG

 Please consider the environment when printing this email

From:
Sent: 11 April 2018 12:14
To:
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk';
Cc:
;
;
;
Subject: Farmdale foot crossing near Westcombe Park

@royalgreenwich.gov.uk'
;
;

,
Hope you are well.
Your names were given to me by one of your colleagues as people that may be able to help.
My name is
and I work with the South East Track renewals team. (The people I have ccd
in are members of the project team).
We would like to carry out some track renewals at a nearby strategic junction in the Westcombe
Park/Angerstein area. The renewals are due to take place around May 2019.

The works themselves do not affect the highways but a knock on effect of the track renewals are
that it may affect the nearby foot crossing at Farmdale Road foot crossing. This is driven by the fact
that the renewals at the nearby junction is not a straight forward “like for like” renewals but a minor
remodelling to prevent derailment risk as the trains pull off onto the mainline. Unfortunately we had
a derailment there three years ago and since then we have had temporary mitigation measures in
place to prevent derailment which need a permanent solution (Recommended by the Rail Accent
Investigation Board) for the continued safe use of the junction and that is what this project is aiming
to provide.
The project also wants to take cognisance of the existing risk of pedestrian/ train interface at the
Farmdale foot crossing which is a major concern for us both. So it will be quite a challenge.
I would like to set up a site visit with yourselves and our project team. This will help explain some of
the complexities of the scheme and how our project may affect this crossing.
I hope in this visit we can perhaps share some ideas as to how we could mitigate against or even
prevent the existing and future risks of the public interfacing with trains and get your thoughts and
feedback regarding constraints, or perhaps further risk mitigating opportunities that you may have
thought about and have eluded us.
Would this be something that could be accommodated by yourselves in the next two weeks or so?
I appreciated that implementation of the scheme is a year away but the meeting may produce useful
feedback that we can feed back into our design process which is underway.
I look forward to hearing from you soon and meanwhile if you require any additional information
please do not hesitate to call.
Kind regards,



|

@networkrail.co.uk |

Network Rail | 2nd Floor | London Cotton Centre | Tooley Street | London Bridge | SE1 2QG
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Email 2
From:
Sent: 27 April 2018 17:02
To:
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk
Cc
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk;
@networkrail.co.uk>;
@networkrail.co.uk>;
Subject: Fwd: Farmdale Foot Crossing/Angerstein

My name is

and I am a

@royalgreenwich.gov.uk;
@networkrail.co.uk>;
@networkrail.co.uk>

for Track Renewals at Network Rail.

I met with
and
from the highways team this week to talk about some works we are
doing nearby at Angerstein Junction that may affect Farmdale Foot Crossing.
We have a Signalling scheme and a Track scheme that will prevent any future derailments.
(Unfortunately we had an incident two years ago.)
Since then we have put in temporary mitigation to prevent future occurrences but this was a stop
gap while funding and designs were put in place for a more permanent solution. As part of a Rail
Accident Investigation Board report we do have a responsibility to put in compliant and safe
infrastructure. Especially as there are plans to expand and diversify freight use in the mid term which
may import more freight traffic in the area.
So far NR operations have done all they can to keep trains fouling the foot crossing but a
combination of making our infrastructure safer and the impact of longer and more frequent freight
trains means we need some assistance from yourselves to help us evaluate what we can do with the
crossing to ensure Public safety and Rail transport safety.
and
have also given us some useful insights of the area and indicated some of the anti
social activities that sometimes occur there and suggested that you may be the next stop to
understand what is feasible in terms of us respecting public rights of way and ensuring public safety.
We are not due to implement our infrastructure schemes until April /May next year but we are in
the design process and whatever we are able to achieve with Farm crossing will affect the design.
Can I propose that we meet on site at your earliest convenience. It would be tremendously helpful
to our project and perhaps we can explain in detail what our works are and how it may affect the
foot crossing and you can perhaps advise us what is feasible?
Look forward to hearing back from you.
Kind regards,

Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From:
@networkrail.co.uk>
Date: 24 April 2018 at 13:55:47 BST
To:
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk"
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk"
Cc:
@networkrail.co.uk>,
@Networkrail.co.uk>,
@networkrail.co.uk>
Subject: Farmdale Foot Crossing/Angerstein

@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>,
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>
@networkrail.co.uk>,

,
Many thanks for meeting us today and taking time to understand our predicament.
I think we both formed the opinion that a full diversion is the way to go as it probably is the best
solution in terms of public safety which is the main driver for both of our thinking around the foot
crossing and the surrounding area and we ( NR) obviously have some home work to do in
understanding the impact of this change so that an informed application can be made.
As a matter of interest and an aside I managed to speak with someone regarding the rental of the
land that runs between the houses and the railway. Its £2500 per calendar month to rent and has to
maintain a right of way hugging the railway border and there still is an operational right of way that
has to be maintained for the railway that hugs the border of the row of houses and the middle strip
for hire doesn’t belong to the residence or the railway so all very strange.
Following on from our conversation it would be great if you could forward the details of the key
contacts in the planning team and any kind references or help you can bring to bear for our cause
would be much appreciated even if it is to expedite/support our application in terms of the safest
option should our proposal/recommendation find favour with the planning team. We would like to
meet with them as soon as possible.
Kind regards,



|

@networkrail.co.uk |

Network Rail | 2nd Floor | London Cotton Centre | Tooley Street | London Bridge | SE1 2QG
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Email 3
From:
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>
Sent: 11 May 2018 16:06
To:
@networkrail.co.uk>;
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>
Cc:
@networkrail.co.uk>;
@networkrail.co.uk>;
Subject: RE: Farmdale foot crossing

@networkrail.co.uk>;
@networkrail.co.uk>

All
Can we have a late morning or afternoon meeting on the day since I have had, in the meantime, to
commit to another meeting that will end about 11.00am.
Thanks

From:
Sent: 11 May 2018 15:34
To:
;
Cc:
;
;
Subject: RE: Farmdale foot crossing
/

@networkrail.co.uk]

;

,

Can I suggest we meet on Thursday 17th. I will send out a formal invite on Monday.
Kind regards,

| South East Route
Network Rail, 2nd Floor, Cottons Centre, Cottons Lane, London SE1 2QG
t:
e:

@networkrail.co.uk

http://www.safety.networkrail.co.uk/Commitment-and-Rules/Lifesaving-Rules

From:
Sent: 09 May 2018 16:34

@royalgreenwich.gov.uk]

To:
;
Cc:
;
;
Subject: RE: Farmdale foot crossing

;

Hi
Next Thursday or Friday (17th/18th) from 11am on are possible or the following Mon and Tuesday
21st/22nd) from 11am on. Let me know your preference?
Kind regards,

From:
Sent: 09 May 2018 11:07
To:
Cc:
;
;
Subject: RE: Farmdale foot crossing

@networkrail.co.uk]

;

,
Many thanks for getting back to me.
I think it would be beneficial to have a site visit to understand each other’s concerns.
If you let me have a range of dates that you might be available I can liaise with our project and
liabilities teams and we can meet to discuss.
I understand that a process has to be followed and consultation must be thorough.
I have ccd some of them to give them a heads up and check their diaries.
Kind regards,



|

@networkrail.co.uk |

Network Rail | 2nd Floor | London Cotton Centre | Tooley Street | London Bridge | SE1 2QG

 Please consider the environment when printing this email

From:
Sent: 09 May 2018 10:49
To:
Subject: RE: Farmdale foot crossing

@royalgreenwich.gov.uk]

Hi
I need to clarify with our Legal team but I think it would fall under permitted development rights on
operational land so there wouldn’t be any planning issues. However, having consulted with my
Transport and Highways colleagues it appears that you would need to apply for a stopping up order
which involves making an application through a Magistrates Court and public consultation. You
should consult your legal department before it progresses any further.. The Council would be likely
to object to any closure since the route is well used by local people and by virtue that the
passageway continues access over the A102 to Westcombe Park railway station, a route previously
under threat when the A102 was built and with that the footbridge now seen over that road. NR
could, of course, provide an alternative route in the form of a subway beneath its line.
If you want to arrange a meeting to discuss further I’m happy to try to facilitate this. Let me know.
Kind regards,

From:
Sent: 09 May 2018 10:36
To:
Cc:
Subject: FW: Farmdale foot crossing

@networkrail.co.uk]

Hope you are well
Can I just check with you that our proposal makes sense and whether you have had time to look at
it?
Kind regards,



|

@networkrail.co.uk |

Network Rail | 2nd Floor | London Cotton Centre | Tooley Street | London Bridge | SE1 2QG
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From:
Sent: 01 May 2018 12:16
To:
Cc:
;
;
;
';
Subject: RE: Farmdale foot crossing

@networkrail.co.uk);
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk';

;
;

Many thanks for your e mail.
I am afraid our plans are just forming and dependent on what is feasible in the area with the
Councils help.
But please accept this crude drawing attached as an introduction to our project and it hope best
summarises our works.
At least in this sketch you can see the locations that we are talking about for our renewals and the
impact they might have and some of the drivers behind what we are doing.
If a site visit would be useful with the project team, we can talk through the detail and if you require
specific types of plans and drawings do let us know what format you would prefer.
Please also call me if there is anything in the diagram below that you are unsure about. Happy to talk
it through.

Kind regards,



|

@networkrail.co.uk |

Network Rail | 2nd Floor | London Cotton Centre | Tooley Street | London Bridge | SE1 2QG

 Please consider the environment when printing this email

From:
Sent: 30 April 2018 10:22
To:
Cc:
Subject: Farmdale foot crossing

@royalgreenwich.gov.uk]

Hi
Could you send me a plan or provide more details on the proposals so I can advise on the planning
aspects?
Kind regards,
,
Principal Planning Officer (Thames Tideway)
Planning
Directorate of Regeneration, Enterprise and Skills
Royal Borough of Greenwich

The Woolwich Centre, 35 Wellington Street, London SE18 6HQ
www.royalgreenwich.gov.uk

Email 4
From:
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>
Sent: 22 May 2018 15:11
To:
@networkrail.co.uk>
Subject: RE: Farmdale FP Crossing Visit
Hi
Many apologies for being unable to attend due to train difficulties at Charlton. The main issues
revolve around the highways implications so I hope you had discussions with
regarding these. I will contact you tomorrow regarding this matter. Apologies again,
Kind regards,

From:
Sent: 22 May 2018 10:00
To:
;

@networkrail.co.uk]
;

;

;

;

;

Subject: RE: Farmdale FP Crossing Visit
I suggest we meet at the crossing Farmdale Road side at 15.00.

| South East Route
Network Rail, 2nd Floor, Cottons Centre, Cottons Lane, London SE1 2QG
t:
e:

@networkrail.co.uk

http://www.safety.networkrail.co.uk/Commitment-and-Rules/Lifesaving-Rules

From:
Sent: 22 May 2018 09:59
To:
;

@royalgreenwich.gov.uk]
;

Subject: RE: Farmdale FP Crossing Visit
Hi All,

;

;

;

;

Are we meeting at the station or at the crossing itself? I assume the crossing? Let me know.
Kind regards,

-----Original Appointment----From:
@networkrail.co.uk]
Sent: 16 May 2018 13:56
To:
;
;
;
;
;
;
Subject: Farmdale FP Crossing Visit
When: 22 May 2018 15:00-16:00 (UTC+00:00) Dublin, Edinburgh, Lisbon, London.
Where: Farrmdale Crossing (Farmdale Road side)

;

Due to lack of availability this meeting has now been moved to from 17th May to 22nd May. Hopefully
this time is suitable for all.
Kind regards,

Email 5 (continues from email 4, sent on 22 May 2018 at 09:59)
From:
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>
Sent: 23 May 2018 12:56
To:
@networkrail.co.uk>;
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>;
@networkrail.co.uk>;
@networkrail.co.uk>;
Cc:
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>
Subject: RE: Farmdale FP Crossing Visit

@networkrail.co.uk>;
@networkrail.co.uk>;
@networkrail.co.uk>

All
Thanks for meeting at Farmdale Road yesterday afternoon.
I have made the notes below to reflect what was said by both parties, with few embellishments to
better explain the council’s position, which, given the circumstances, is to oppose the closure of the
long-established public highway to and over the Angerstein Wharf (freight-only) branch line.
Fairthorn Road – Farmdale Road Foorpath
The footpath runs at ground level from Fairthorn Road and by means of a purpose-built brick archroofed passageway between the structures house numbers 32 and 34 Fairthorn Road, and their rear
gardens, across a 6-7m paved strip of cleared land, gated off from the footpath, and by means of
steps up the side of the railway embankment of the Angerstein Wharf railway branch, across the
non-electrified railway tracks and down a further flight of steps to a half landing which leads at
grade both to the elevated approach ramp of a footbridge over the A102 Blackwall Tunnel Approach
Road and by means of a further flight of steps down to Farmdale Road.
A Land Registry search shows that the passageway belongs to 34 Fairthorn Road alone, a property
dating from at least 1884.
The railway line was purchased by the South Eastern Railway from a Mr. Angerstein in 1852, the line
having been privately-built some years earlier on that gentleman’s estate, possibly with wayleaves
over others’ lands. It is not known how the railway’s statutory legal powers are exercised through
a purchase of a privately-built line.
The footpath, the immediate houses, and the railway branch are all shown together on the 1893
Ordnance Survey map, together with the flight of now concrete steps up the embankment on the
east side.
The flight of steel steps on the west side of the railway embankment that lead down the side of the
railway embankment do not appear on any editions of the Ordnance Survey that are readily
available for inspection. There is no explanation as to how access was made to land west of the
railway if the footpath was an accommodation for the landowner whose land had been parted by
the railway’s construction.

The clear trafficked width of the passageway is 1.065m, the east steps 1.06m, and the west steps
1.03m.
The footbridge over the A102 dates from about 1967, when it had belonged to the Greater London
Council, predecessor to TfL.
At some point the local authority adopted the passageway from the back edge of footway of
Fairthorn Road up to and including the full extent of the east set of steps up the side of the railway
embankment. Since the footpath here serves only the back garden of the flanking private houses
and is gated off from the strip of land beyond it must have then been deemed part of a through
route to Farmdale Road, and to that end is illuminated by a street lamp at the rear of the properties
of Fairthorn Road.
TfL’s footbridge is physically linked to the structure of the west steps of the embankment, another
indication of the continuation of a public highway.
Beyond Network Rail signs either side of the track stating “Do not trespass on the railway fine
£1,000” and “Stop look listen beware of trains” there is no extant sign to show that the route is not
dedicated to the public, and it would probably be improper to fix these now in mind of the evident
status of the route..
It seems that the west steps have become a Public Highway, i.e the public are able to pass and repass
without hinderance, albeit not necessarily maintainable at public expense, with the passage of time.
The existence of an unbarriered rail crossing and the impact on rail safety at this point is
appreciated. It is further appreciated that Network Rail has to undertake engineering works, in the
form a relocating track points closer to the North Kent Line, to account for longer trains and inherent
tight curves that often derail trains regardless of the use of bogie vehicles and 15-20mph speed
restrictions, and fears that such trains obstructing the line at the crossing point might lead to rash
actions by the public. There must be reference rail risk assessments of this site, especially in light of
national incidents at unguarded crossings.
A closure of the footway needs to follow a prescribed process, and in this instance will involve public
consultation and the opinion of a magistrate. A single objection to the closure will be enough to
ensure that the closure will not happen. The council is likely to object on the grounds of loss of
public amenity, and low-use of the railway line to warrant a closure; the number of accidents
involving the public or public interference at this point is not known. Network Rail should consult
with its legal offices as to the processes it needs to take.
The discussion on site took about an hour, outside the “rush-hour”, on a dry sunny afternoon, and
at a time when train services on the North Kent Line were subject to delays owing to local signalling
faults between Charlton and Greenwich. During that time about a dozen people used the footpath
and crossed the railway, that is one on average every 5 minutes. The footbridge gives effective direct
access to and from Westcombe Park railway station, continuing as it does the link severed by the
A102 road. The crossing is not DDA compliant, but is an old design and thus not intended to be, and
that is not really a ground to impose a diversion of about 300m on everyone. The diversion is about
five times the length of the transit along the footpath, end to end.

It was suggested that the crossing point be considered for better public signalling, with lights and a
siren, to advise of the approach of a train, although train drivers are required to whistle their
approach, a signed indication when trains (currently twice a day, but maybe more in future) are due
(possible, since they presumably operate to a non-published timetable to slot into the public
timetables), advice to wait until the trains have cleared their signals (and how long that might be),
a diversion map, and ability to erect emergency barriers to close the route in the eventuality of an
obstructing derailed train, much as any road might be temporarily closed because of an incident.
It is understood that Network Rail intends to install temporary CCTV to ascertain the conduct of the
public that use the crossing point over the railway as part of its risk-assessment of the site. However,
it is recognised that certain groups of the public deliberately trespass on any number of lines at
various points, as witnessed by the frequent sight of extensively graffiti-decorated rolling stock,
parapets, and railside apparatus.
Please advise any amendments and corrections needed to ensure an accurate reflection of what was
said or meant.
Network Rail’s further response would be welcome.
Regards

Structures & Street Lighting Manager
Royal Borough of Greenwich
Highway Assets Group
5th Floor
The Woolwich Centre
35 Wellington Street
London SE18 6HQ



royalgreenwich.gov.uk

* The Woolwich Centre, 35 Wellington St, Woolwich, London SE18 6HQ

Email 6
From:
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>
Sent: 15 January 2019 16:59
To:
@networkrail.co.uk>
Cc:
@networkrail.co.uk>
Subject: RE: Public Consultation on structure listings
Hi
Happy new year. Apologies for the delay, it’s been a busy start to 2019!
I’ve had a look at the calendar and could do any of the following in early February:
•
•
•
•

Monday 4 – anytime
Thursday 7 - am
Monday 11 – am
Wednesday 13 – pm

Many thanks,

Conservation Policy Officer
Directorate of Regeneration, Enterprise and Skills
Royal Borough of Greenwich
* The Woolwich Centre, 35 Wellington Street, London SE18 6HQ
8 www.royalgreenwich.gov.uk
From:
Sent: 21 December 2018 18:17
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Public Consultation on structure listings
Hi
Apologies again for missing the deadline on the consultation. Yes that would be good to meet in the
New Year.
Do you have any dates when you might be available and I’ll see who else might be able to attend
from NR apart from myself to discuss with you the future of the crossing?
Many thanks,

| Anglia & Southeast | Freight and National Passenger Operators
Network Rail, 2nd Floor, 1 Eversholt Street, Euston, London, NW1 2DN
t:

e:

@networkrail.co.uk

From:
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk]
Sent: 13 December 2018 11:46
To:
@networkrail.co.uk>
Subject: RE: Public Consultation on structure listings
Hi
Thank you for your comments.
Apologies but it was too late to include your comments in the consultation process and I can advise
that, as locally valued features, the Angerstein foot crossing has been added to the Local Heritage
List along with the access passage and the bridge over Woolwich Road.
However, given Network Rail’s concerns regarding public safety in this location and intention to
close the crossing, perhaps we could meet at the site early next year? If the crossing is to be closed,
could we discuss a method of closure which preserves the crossing so that it would still be visible as
such and could in theory be re-opened at a future date?
Many thanks,

Conservation Policy Officer
Directorate of Regeneration, Enterprise and Skills
Royal Borough of Greenwich
* The Woolwich Centre, 35 Wellington Street, London SE18 6HQ
8 www.royalgreenwich.gov.uk
From:
@networkrail.co.uk>
Sent: 21 November 2018 12:35
To:
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>
Subject: Public Consultation on structure listings
Hi

Apologies I rather missed the boat on the consultation for various structure listings which was due to
close on 30th October 2018. This included two structures on or near the Angerstein Wharf Branch. It
ended up with me to comment on fairly late in the day.
Whilst we acknowledge the historical and cultural significance of the foot crossing on the Angerstein
Wharf Freight Branch, this foot crossing has presented a considerable safey risk for a number of
years and it is Network Rail’s intention to close it. Network Rail is on a national programme to
remove unacceptable safety risks to the public by closing level crossings and foot crossings where
viable alternatives are possible. The safety hazards at Angerstein are the steep steps themselves
leading up to the crossing and the passing trains with members of the public tempted to climb under
freight wagons if stationary for any reason. The crossing has also presented operational constraints
on our Freight End Users Tarmac, Aggregate Industries and Norriskips - namely constriction of train
length due to the aforementioned safety risk of having trains stood across the foot crossing waiting
to exit the branch onto the Main Line. We would be happy to discuss with you further regarding the
potential listing of these items and whether that is compatible with our closure of the Angerstein
Wharf foot crossing.
Many thanks,

| Anglia & Southeast | Freight and National Passenger Operators
Network Rail, 2nd Floor, 1 Eversholt Street, Euston, London, NW1 2DN
t:

e:

@networkrail.co.uk

Email 7
From:
Sent: 14 February 2019 11:32
To:
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk'
Cc:
@networkrail.co.uk>
Subject: Angerstein FP Crossing Closure

@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>

Please find attached letter relating to the closure of Angerstein FP Crossing.
Kind regards,

| South East Route
Network Rail
James Forbes House, 27 Great Suffolk Street, London. SE1 0NS
t:
e

@networkrail.co.uk

Attachment 1 – Angerstein Level Crossing Letter to RBGreenwich_Redacted

Email 8
From:
Sent: 08 April 2019 17:29
To:
Cc:

@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>

@networkrail.co.uk>
@networkrail.co.uk>;
@networkrail.co.uk>
Subject: FW: Farmdale Road Foot Crossing, Greenwich

@networkrail.co.uk>;

I understand you are senior sponsor for the work proposed and detailed below (and
specifically our comments in the second email attached).
We have received a number of strong high level representations today objecting to the
proposed crossing closure.
Your colleague

called me a moment ago and I said I would write to you.

Please note that the work will not be able to go ahead until proper agreements are in place.
Please call me urgently so we can discuss.
Regards

Head of Highways
Strategic Transportation
The Royal Borough of Greenwich
5th Floor
The Woolwich Centre




@royalgreenwich.gov.uk

 The Woolwich Centre, 35 Wellington St, Woolwich, London SE18 6HQ
From:
Sent: 08 April 2019 10:24
To:
@networkrail.co.uk';
@networkrail.co.uk';
@networkrail.co.uk'
Subject: Farmdale Road Foot Crossing, Greenwich

Dear

and

We have become aware of the below notification advising of railway works and the crossing
closure at / near to Farmdale Road, Greenwich. I am not aware that Network Rail has
notified the Council directly of the proposed work.
The foot crossing serves as an essential link between both sides of the railway line and has
been in place (and in good use) for well over 100 years.
We had preliminary discussion with Network Rail last year about the possibility of Network
Rail closing the crossing. Whilst we recognise Network Rails attempt to improve safety and
reduce pedestrian access to railway lines we objected to the closure unless suitable
alternatives were provided.
The approaches to the crossing are adopted public highway and the crossing itself is a public
right of way which cannot be simply closed without a formal legal process including
statutory consultation. We are not aware of any formal process and we have not been
consulted as part of any statutory process.
Nor have we been advised of the works – either impact of temporary arrangements or the
longer term ones. Any work undertake by Network Rail affecting the adopted public
highway is illegal until formal notices and our approval has been granted.
You are advised not to commence these works until such time as we have received more
details, the correct legal process has been established and the Council given opportunity to
formally respond.
Could the person responsible for delivering this work please contact me.
Yours,





@royalgreenwich.gov.uk

 The Woolwich Centre, 35 Wellington St, Woolwich, London SE18 6HQ

Attachment 2 – Email titled ‘FW:Farmdale Foot Crossing_Redacted’
Also attached is the email chain disclosed above in emails 4 and 5.

Email 9
From: Harwood Paul
Sent: 10 April 2019 21:53
To:
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>
Cc:
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>;
@networkrail.co.uk>
Subject: Re: Foot Crossing at Fairthorn Road–Farmdale Road, Angerstine Line, Greenwich

Thanks, yes I recognise and understand the local concern.
In terms of the communication about what we need to do to protect crossing users during imminent
engineering works, thank you for your offer, we will certainly take that up, I am still waiting for some
details around the revised short term plan so cannot clarify now, but should have this tomorrow so
intended to include this in the discussion with
Thanks.
Paul
Sent from my iPhone

On 10 Apr 2019, at 20:56,

@royalgreenwich.gov.uk> wrote:

Paul
Thank you for you email and confirmation which I will share with colleagues and elected members.
As I am sure you are now aware there has been significant concern locally about your proposals.
Could you please clarify any works that are proposed here, the anticipated duration and the impact
locally. These plans need to be communicated with local residents that rely on the foot crossing and
we can assist in communications (related to temporary arrangements).
Yours,

Head of Highways
From: Harwood Paul
Sent: Wednesday, 10 April 2019 19:58
To:

;

Cc:
Subject: RE: Foot Crossing at Fairthorn Road–Farmdale Road, Angerstine Line, Greenwich

/
I can confirm that we are now not intending to permanently close the foot crossing on the Easter
weekend of 20/21 April 2019.
I will contact you tomorrow to discuss the next steps, the provision of further information, and how
we can address your additional requests, which I can reassure you have been fully noted and will be
actioned.
Regards,
Paul Harwood
Director, Route Investment
Network Rail South East Route

From:
Sent: 10 April 2019 17:34
To: Harwood Paul
Subject: FW: Foot Crossing at Fairthorn Road–Farmdale Road, Angerstine Line, Greenwich

| South East Route
Network Rail, James Forbes House, 27 Great Suffolk Street, London. SE1 0NS
t:
e:

@networkrail.co.uk

http://www.safety.networkrail.co.uk/Commitment-and-Rules/Lifesaving-Rules

From:
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>
Sent: 10 April 2019 16:39
To:
@networkrail.co.uk>
Cc:
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>
Subject: RE: Foot Crossing at Fairthorn Road–Farmdale Road, Angerstine Line, Greenwich

Please note that I will be on annual leave after today until 17 April. Please direct any
correspondence to both my colleague
and I.
is copied above.
Regards,
Head of Highways
Strategic Transportation
The Royal Borough of Greenwich
5th Floor
The Woolwich Centre




@royalgreenwich.gov.uk

 The Woolwich Centre, 35 Wellington St, Woolwich, London SE18 6HQ

From:
@networkrail.co.uk]
Sent: 10 April 2019 15:55
To:
Subject: RE: Foot Crossing at Fairthorn Road–Farmdale Road, Angerstine Line, Greenwich

Apologies for not responding sooner. A response will be provided by close of business today, this is
to facilitate discussions with our Route Managing Director.
Kind regards,

| South East Route
Network Rail, James Forbes House, 27 Great Suffolk Street, London. SE1 0NS
t:
e

@networkrail.co.uk

http://www.safety.networkrail.co.uk/Commitment-and-Rules/Lifesaving-Rules

From:
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>
Sent: 09 April 2019 17:35
To:
@networkrail.co.uk>
Subject: Foot Crossing at Fairthorn Road–Farmdale Road, Angerstine Line, Greenwich

Dear
Thank you for calling me this afternoon regarding Networks Rails (NR) proposed works and
foot crossing closure at Fairthorn Road – Farmdale Road over the Angerstine Line,
Greenwich. You advised me that NR intends to permanently close the foot crossing in about
one week time.
You will note that I wrote to you yesterday having found out third-hand of NRs proposals.
For clarity I set out the Royal Borough of Greenwich’s position below.
You agreed to send me details of NR’s proposed work and foot crossing closure and advised
that I will receive these via email later today. Until we receive this information details of
your proposals are unclear. Given that we are dealing with potential impact to the public
highway and public rights of way it is essential this is clarified, notwithstanding the impact
on residents that rely on the crossing. NR’s level of engagement and communication
regarding this matter has been inadequate and may not have met statutory requirements
for such works. I should therefore appreciate the information and a further discussion
urgently.
Preliminary discussions were held with NR about the future of the foot crossing in Spring
2018 and our
sent a summary email to the meeting attendees on 23 May
2018 (attached to this email). Since that date there has not been any further contact or
engagement from NR with the Council. I am now aware of a letter to the Councils Planning
Department in February 2019 but we have no record of this being received. You will be
aware that the planning department does not fulfil the same functions as the local Highway
Authority.
Given the significant impact caused by your proposals we would expect to have been fully
engaged in the process and consulted on your plans. This would enable us to understand
the legal implications and deal with any statutory legal requirements.
Until more details are known you are advised that the Royal Borough of Greenwich opposes
the closure to the foot crossing.
We request NR to postpone the crossing closure until the details are known, legal position
fully understood and agreed, alternative options explored (including mitigation) and until
much better publicity has been issued locally.

Unless I hear from you by 4.00pm tomorrow 10th April 2019 with the details/ information
set out above and confirmation that the proposed closure will be postponed I will have no
alternative but to refer this matter to the Councils’ Head of Legal Services with who will
commence proceedings for an injunction without further notice to you.
Yours,

Head of Highways
Strategic Transportation
The Royal Borough of Greenwich
5th Floor
The Woolwich Centre




@royalgreenwich.gov.uk

 The Woolwich Centre, 35 Wellington St, Woolwich, London SE18 6HQ

Email 10
From:
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>
Sent: 12 April 2019 15:57
To: Harwood Paul
@networkrail.co.uk>;
@networkrail.co.uk>
Cc:
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>;
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>;
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>;
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>;
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>
Subject: FW: Foot Crossing at Fairthorn Road–Farmdale Road, Angerstine Line, Greenwich

Paul &
Thanks for meeting on site earlier this afternoon and in particular confirming (1) no closure
of the crossing will occur this weekend and (2) that self-closing gates are to be installed to
ensure that the public will be reminded that in opening these that they are at a level
crossing. I look forward to a copy of the letter bound for stakeholders and residents and
further details of the works programme during the course of next week.
My colleague
is the council’s legal officer for this case. Passing her details to
NR’s legal side would be appreciated.
Regards

Structures & Street Lighting Manager
Royal Borough of Greenwich
Highway Assets Group
5th Floor
The Woolwich Centre
35 Wellington Street
London SE18 6HQ





@royalgreenwich.gov.uk

 The Woolwich Centre, 35 Wellington St, Woolwich, London SE18 6HQ

From:
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>
Sent: 08 April 2019 09:36
To:
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>
Subject: FW: Farmdale foot crossing

For info
From:
Sent: 01 May 2018 14:54
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Farmdale foot crossing

Thanks

/

,

The foot crossing is indeed just a level crossing at present accessed via steps up the
embankment having had a fresh look on Google Maps.
Kind regards,

From:
Sent: 01 May 2018 14:35
To:
Cc:
Subject: FW: Farmdale foot crossing

, can you please advise
Regards

From:
Sent: 01 May 2018 14:06
To:
@royalgreenwich.gov.uk>
Subject: FW: Farmdale foot crossing

Hi
I’ve received the below from Network Rail and wondered if you should be involved.
Network Rail can do a lot of work under their permitted development rights if it involves
operational land thus not needing planning permission. I don’t know what the Farmdale
foot crossing is (level/bridge) as it’s not clear on the plan or Google Maps but I assume
Highways would need to be involved? Let me know your thoughts.
Kind regards,

From:
Sent: 01 May 2018 12:16
To:
Cc:
;
;
;
Subject: RE: Farmdale foot crossing

@networkrail.co.uk]
;

;

;

;

Many thanks for your e mail.
I am afraid our plans are just forming and dependent on what is feasible in the area with the
Councils help.
But please accept this crude drawing attached as an introduction to our project and it hope best
summarises our works.
At least in this sketch you can see the locations that we are talking about for our renewals and the
impact they might have and some of the drivers behind what we are doing.
If a site visit would be useful with the project team, we can talk through the detail and if you require
specific types of plans and drawings do let us know what format you would prefer.
Please also call me if there is anything in the diagram below that you are unsure about. Happy to talk
it through.

Network Rail
James Forbes House
27 Great Suffolk Street
London
SE1 0NS
Principal Planning Officer (Thames Tideway)
Planning
Directorate of Regeneration, Enterprise and Skills
Royal Borough of Greenwich
The Woolwich Centre
35 Wellington Street
London
SE18 6HQ
13 February 2019
Dear
Angerstein Footpath Crossing – Intention to Proceed with Formal Closure
I am writing to you with reference to Angerstein footpath Level Crossing which links a footpath between
Farmdale Road and Fairthorn Road. We have met and continue to meet with members of your highways and
planning teams to discuss the track and signalling works that we are undertaking at a nearby junction, which
is necessary to reduce the current risk of derailment, increase the number of trains from 2/day to c20 and to
allow for those trains to pass safely, and to prevent any further misuse which currently exists at the crossing.
However, these works will have a serious impact on the level crossing and which will make it unsafe for
continued use.
Having investigated the origins of the level crossing; it was not provided for residents to avoid Woolwich
Road nor as a route to Westcombe Park Station. We have confirmed that it was provided on the creation of
the railway to singularly serve a specific landowner and purpose at that time. Accordingly, the crossing was
created as a private crossing and not a public right of way.
Network Rail would not grant a public right of way over this level crossing as doing so would be incompatible
with its statutory undertakings. A public right of way therefore cannot be acquired over it. The most recent
authority for this is The Ramblers Association v Secretary of State for Environment Food and Rural Affairs:
Admn 7 Apr 2017.
As a consequence of the track remodelling works, to prevent the high risk of derailment of freight trains, the
line of railway will be realigned to a position which will not give a safe area for pedestrians to stand prior to
crossing over the tracks. Additionally, repositioning of the signal will mean that freight trains will stand over
the level crossing, causing an unacceptable level of risk to users.
Standing trains over level crossings is contrary to statutory requirements; section 5 Railways Clauses Act 1863
states that it shall not be lawful for the Company… at any time to allow any train… to stand across a level
crossing. This is one of the primary reasons why the crossing will be unsafe for continued use. Because
Network Rail is not legally obliged to maintain a crossing open for use by the public at this location and as
the safety risks now mandates the crossing must be closed, Network Rail will close the crossing to enable the
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

