[image: image1.jpg]o3
g%
John Rigby, Director Economy and Development

Exeter City Council
Civic Centre, Paris Street, Exeter, EX1 11J

Tel: 01392277888 www.exeter.gov.uk

Direct dial: 01392265192
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Exeter & Teign Valley Railway
Christow Station
Doddiscombsleigh
EETER

EX67YT

IR/dmy

25 June 2007

Dear Mr or Ms Burges
Railways in Exeter

I received your letter of 8 June which does seem rather ill-informed about the stance of the Council
1 really don’t know where you get the, quite unfounded, notion from that the City Council is “anti-
rail” as there really is no evidence for this. 1 also think you are rather ill-informed in saying that this
is “not unusual” when most of the plannrs and transport planners that I deal with up and down the
country are very pro rail and do their best to assist the promotion of rail services. 1 don’t propose (o
2o through the detail of your letter but your history about the origins of the Sainsburys scheme is
entirely wrong. This scheme was approved on appeal by an inspector against the Planning
Authority’s original refusal. More recently, the City and County Councils have agreed that the
provision of a link road from the Alphington spur through to Marsh Barton is desirable in order to
ensure that the industrial cstate, employing some 9000 people, can work more effectively because it
1 present substantially constrained by only three entry/exit points.

There may be some sensible ideas in your letter, but I'm aftaid that in skimming the five pages of
content many of your comments are couched in extreme and sometimes ill-informed terms, $o that I
see no purpose in trying to consider it in depth.

T suggest that, if you want to advance the cause of rail, then operating in a eritically positive fashion
in the way that Transport 2000 does, is more likely to achieve your agenda than simply sounding off
against the City Council. 1 am actually very pro rail but with a letter like this, I can see why most
people would turn off from such splenctic contributions to the debate.

Yours sincerely

KL by

John Righy
Director Economy and Development

cc Richard Short, Head of Planning Y
Paul Jeffrey, Arca Planner &




[image: image2.jpg]E &Tv R Exeter & Teign Valley Railway
Christow Station,

c Doddiscombsleigh,
Casd Darlmoor EXETER,
Devon
EX6 YT
Hone of the Camping Vans, TOAD & rorore
Centre of the Campaign for Real Raitways Telephone:
Christow (01647) 253108
et

wwwteignrail.co.uk

Your references 06/2353/01 Please quote this references- 1971
8th June, 2007

Exeter City Council,

Planning Services,

Civic Centre,

Paris Street,

Exeter

EX1 1NN

Dear Sirs,

An Objection to the Destruction of a Railway Route
and the taking of land which should be reserved

for traders desiring railfreight servic

It is well known that Exeter City is an anti-rail authority; in
this respect it is not unusual. What distinguishes it here is that
while most authorities do their best to eradicate all trace of disused
railways, Exeter City has actually allowed the one line that
penetrates a trading estate to be severed and rendered practically
useless in order to facilitate road expansion.

Immediately after the

withdrawal of passenger
services over the Teign
valley Branch in June,

1958, the Marsh Barton
Trunk was opened, which
served several traders’
private sidings. The layout
meant that the Teign Valley
line was retained as far as
Church Road Bridge, and
this was still the case
forty years later when the
greatest axleweights cver
oo carried were passing over
o e Fomer Foad to Cheistow - May, 1977, the same track deemed by
Dnftes. Stre o slered Moy share, of Chekin foss Suidle B.R. at the closure “show”
to be in need of renewal.

Then along came Sainsbury’s, given the power to build a
superstore on land the city had designated for employment use because
the grocer would build part of a new road, a scheme harboured for 25
years. Railtrack, the worst failing of denationalization, was eager to




[image: image3.jpg]sell the railway and so the “Road to Nowhere” was built up to the
boundary, where il awaited another developer to connect it with Grace
Road.

This few yards of dead-end road entailed the lifting of 500 yards
of railway, including what remained of the Marsh Barton Trunk leading
to Pearse’s siding. This trader continued forwarding traffic, loading
102-tonne wagons stand—
ing on the embankment
above its yard. Now
that the traffic has
been lost (through no
fault of the railway),
the end of the branch
is in private hands and
the potential of the
railway to serve Marsh
Barton cannot easily be
exploited. It is now
o oy Jondud vith “Coag (Tracmentized) scaap on the Tean vasier sma 8 ONLY @ matter of time
B 06 e S G chean poud resnaport ok 11 Toit had e deiorod (@ before  Network  Rail

Ve e announces that the
connection with the
main line is to be
taken out and this will not be resisted by any of the railfreight
companies, decrepit entities that they are

So, despite protestations, policy statements and crapspeak
reports about supporting existing railways, getting freight off road
and onto rail and protecting disused formations, when put on the spot
- when presented with a test case — most authorities will reply “not
applicable in this instance” to any notion that the new, fashionable
ideology should get in the way of a 1970s road scheme.

For many years, sight of the buffer stop at the end of the Marsh
Barton Trunk on Trusham Road was a reminder of how railways were once
able to be at the doors of trade premises in a manner that today can
scarcely be envisaged by anyone, professional planners to laymen, and
least of all by the red-brick graduate managers of what is left of the
rail transport industry. Had the death knell not sounded for rail in
the 1960s, the Lrunk may have been extended across or into Trusham
Road to serve more of the estate as it grew, and there would then have
been nothing any more remarkable about street-running trains, or
wagons being loaded outside yards than there is today about ungainly
car transporters and suchlike being flung around the roads and
disgorging their loads in the thick of traffic.

The state has been a lousy custodian of Britain’s railways. From
the Executive through to the present shower, no body has fought for
the system as the companies did until effectively silenced in 1939.
Today the popular conception is that road won over rail in an even
contest. Motorists and truckers are content to believe that the
supremacy of the road system has come about purely by merit, without
being aware that the entire structure has been fabricated as a result
of the political weight of the vested interests. Balanced by weight






[image: image4.jpg]from another direction, the growth of road transport may have been
restrained and the equal development of rail effected. The weight of a
revitalized industry, freed from public sector neutrality, coupled
with the imperative of peak oil and environmental concerns, could see
— must surely see - a complete reversal.

As if it is not bad enough that the railway network has bee
curtailed, what is left has been so hemmed in as to make difficult a
return to the general purpose Lransport system it should form. Car
parks, supermarkets, residential and commercial complexes litter the
lineside, leaving the railway often as little more than a guided
busway. This is a process that planning authorities have enabled, if
only to take some of the pressure off virgin ground. When the railway
itself has been glad to dispose of its estate, when the people charged
with traffic retention and development have lost interest, in fairness
what can planners do but accept an alternative use?

s0

And there can be no doubt that, of late, the railfreight
operators serving the West Country have, after succeeding long years
of indifference by B.R., given up any pretence at traffic generation.
What else can be taken from the “See Road Haulage” entry under Rail
Transport Services in the Exeter Yellow Pages?

But it ought to be the duty of a council to have in mind future
events so that, while pandering to the present-day demands of a crying
populous, wedded to the car, it sees the likely changes in store and
leaves the door open where it can for alteration and, or, reversion.
Encouraging only one
pattern of development

and  one mode  of
transport over many
years has left most

authorities powerless
to adapt to any new,
rational thinking.

That there were,

and have been, no
representations from

5 2 “The Road to Nowhere"
railway which must now Jf . mat caiiusy vas Cruncated to make this ool

be at the very nadir [ = o sonise ke thas ot ol Bpyer il cai
of its fortunes was,

and is, not enough to
justify disregarding the system. In fact, it is a poor show when a
council takes advantage of this weakness to further the construction
of a completely unnecessary new road. Instead of Exeter taking the
long view and leaving the railway alone, so that land adjoining it
could be used by businesses which in future may require rail transport
at their doors — or even for a small railfreight depot on the former
Hardinge site — the council has let all the land fall into the hands
of Sainsbury’s, which firm will turn the screws to get what it wants,
justifying the whole development by delivering a new road.

Be careful what you wish for, they say. Had the council not
persisted with the Grace Road scheme, had it done posterity a service
Yt drmnoing it 1one:vos: Ehen: the: 1and. at Alphinaton Cross would have
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remained part of the trading estate, the railway would still be in
tact, commercial users would eventually have taken up the vacant lots
and Sainsbury’s may have stayed a while longer at St. Thomas.

Should the city council seek to excuse itself for allowing the
destruction of the only lines serving the old industrial quarter and
enabling the huge expansion of the new Lrading estates with no rail
transport provision, by referring to the railfreight element of the
mooted Skypark, then il will show that the kernel of environmentalism

has not been found. Even if the idea of an airport rail terminal came
to fruition, which is doubtful, this sort of facility, much like the
passenger “parkway”

station, is dependent on a
great mileage of road
feeders. In many cases,
parkway journeys involve
as great a  distance
driving as sitting on the
train, and the same is
true of freight trans-
port, when the term “trunk
haul” becomes meaningless;

an example being stout
Just after the line was truncated, the prohibition of heavy

Locomotives from Marsh Narton Bridge was lifted. A 107-tomme | ETOM Park Royal once being
diesel slactric hers approaches the new snd of the Line, off-railed at St. David’s

to be road-hauled to West
Cornwall. Parkways and freight concentration depots endanger or
undermine the widespread provision of facilities and a far-flung
network. It is only when traders can enjoy door-to-door freight
transport by means of lines penetrating the business areas that rail
will be doing its job properly. In any case, it is wrong even to
associate what should be, at its best, a benign form of transport with
one that is an environmental abomination.

Sainsbury’s introduced a new level of material consumerism with
the throwaway building. After just 13 years, its whole complex at the
Albany Road site was pulverized. The cycle is getting shorter for now,
after only eight years at Alphington Cross, Sainsbury’s proposes a
huge remodelling, claiming that shopping trends are changing so
rapidly that it is impossible to predict what provision will be needed
ven a decade hence. Who knows, within five years the firm might apply
to extend all the way along Alphington Road to Marsh Barton Corner, sc
that it can sell what Tessie Cohen by then has in her stores?

Of course, all firms have to be permitted reasonable expansion of
their land and buildings as circumstances dictate, but the sort of
short term planning of very large developments undertaken by the
supermarkets treats the city like a sandy beach, where castles are
built only to be kicked down when the fun is over, or washed away when
the tide turns.

There is such inconsistency in councils’ actions. They implore
the householder to save or do without while at the same time
promoting, enabling and finally lauding schemes involving grand-scale
wastage and such gross expenditure of energy and materials as set at
nought: all that the individual might achieve in-a century: Dumping the





[image: image6.jpg]bowels of Exeter in woods outside the city is the acceptable price of
the shining — but dispiriting — new Princesshay, where the unenquiring
can burst through the doors at the opening of some big name to buy
three tee shirts for a pound. In the process of this corporate
monopolization, the losers are the small, independent stores which the
council would say it is trying to encourage also. Already there is
evidence of such loss with the closure of Effings and Foodeaze, which
recently succumbed to the Exeter malaise.

On the Alphington Spur adjacent to the Teign valley Branch
embankment, an illuminated sign belonging to the county sometimes
reads: “CUT CONGESTION. WALK, CYCLE OR TAKE THE TRAIN.” Yel both lines
which people coming in this direction may have used were closed long
ago and the council declines to give even moral backing to their
reinstatement.

How big does the writing on the wall have to be? Councils
continue to base every decision on the assumption that a substitute
will be found for oil to perpetuate all that has been put in place,
instead of beginning in carnest the transition to other systems.
Futile gestures abound, while the same worn old blueprint is used
again and again. Car culture — the thing itself and all that it has
made possible — is now so cmbedded in human life that it blinds even

those who should be planning [ oov o= Ted,
responsibly for the future. | 1o uerecomcoied imacar,

Cars get bigger and are | agmanyare

driven further more often. | Ifyowfirsmadeloveinwcar,

Lorries get heavier, corruga- | Aymanyhave,

ting the roads. Material | Ifyowwenttoworkinacar,

consumerism grows rampantly | Asymanydo;

while the pits which receive | Andifyowderive your senseof frecdom fromcars
the detritus get smaller. | Yowaregoingtodefond them
American-style urban sprawl, | Othedeath

entirely dependent on the car From Autogeddon by Heathcote Williams.
and the truck Lo service it,
continues its cankerous advance into the countryside. The great
cdifice of modern civilization rises higher even as the sands beneath
it start to shift.

Catastrophic predictions seem to do nothing but stun people into
inaction or, worse, resolve them to heighten even further the
indulgence. Forecasts may as well be ignored since it does not much
matter what form a catastrophe takes. Breakdown, when it comes, is
actually more likely to start with a lesser event followed by a chain
reaction; a supertanker failing to arrive at Fawley or Milford Haven,
for example. This is why it should be so important to break away from
reliance on too few methods in every sphere.

The city is here given the chance to make a stand, to prove that
change is afoot and at last to make a nod to coming realities. It
could safeguard a railway, if only at first for the benefit of a few
small traders who would show again how rail can provide unobtrusive
transport. It could constrain an out-of-town superstore to help local
enterprises entice shoppers back to parts of the city centre that have
not yet been sterilized by flat-pack architecture, so that something
of the SHatscter and ViGous 6F Bre-RHar BEvatar Henld He tecctablichaa





[image: image12.jpg]prospect beyond it, despite apparently having become part of the
established order. Authorities have no choice but to let the store
owners play out their time, consumer demand being so great for what
they provide, but they should never be allowed to mess up provision
for a future in which they will have probably little or no part.

The crux of this application, and its most contentious part, is
the developer’s onus Lo deliver a link road which is not needed and
which would merely add to the contemporary version of Punch’s map. If
only the city and the county could take notice of the looming post-
petroleum world and be bold enough to rein in the final frenzy of road
building, then all parties could be pleased, today and tomorrow.

Sainsbury’s could have an enlarged store with additional parking
on what is now the roundabout and part of “Grace Road West.” The Eagle
One land on the trading estate could be built up to suit future rail
servicing. Neighbouring residents could continue to enjoy the shelter
of the embankment without having a through road behind them. And the
railway could be safe from predation until it was once again ready to
take its proper place in the transport structure.

Yours faithfully,

C. Burges
Owner & Op

A quarter of a mile from Sainsbury’s, a sign erected on the same railway
embarinent tisplays & message that has not been given efiough: thought





[image: image7.jpg]The city could abandon a senseless road scheme born in an era of
ignorance and start planning for Exetram. Tt could even do better than
the county and climb down from the position of saying that there will
never again be a Teign Valley branch railway.

But the city will do none of these things and this letter is not
written with the intention of making a difference, merely as an answer
to anyone in future who asks: “Did no-one rail against the prevailing

madness?” To this end, it would be appreciated if this letter is
sllowed to lie on the file.

Yours faithfully,

C. Burges
Owner & Operator
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Your references- 08/0594/01 Please quote this referencer-  EXR 0.47
20th May, 2008 11th June, 2008

Exeter City Council,
Planning Services,
Civic Centre,

Paris Street,
Excter

EX1 INN

Dear Sirs,

An Objection to the Destruction of a Railway Route
and the taking of land which should be reserved
for traders desiring railfreight services,
from the Railway Industry in Exile

Everyone knows that the supermarket giants always get pretty much
what they want. Attempting to counter one of them while arguing in
favour of rail transport is therefore doubly futile.

The last letter opposing the current scheme asked about the
“writing on the wall,” which was wrong, because the biblical message
was encrypted, whereas the modern forewarning is spelt out starkly,
with nothing indistinct or doubtful about its meaning.

Even the first minor petroleum price rises are causing hardship
and dismay, but, as the fabled peak approaches, there can be no more
cheap energy and there is certainly no alternative that can be
squandered as oil has been. Security of the nation’s food supply
suddenly looking shaky, thanks in large measure to supermarkets’
global purchasing methods and their screwing of domestic farmers.
Earth’s resources are being depleted at a frightening rate, both land
and raw materials. Add the problems of climate change, pollution,
waste disposal, reduced fertility, loss of human skills and capacity,
and much else that should need no expansion upon here, and the warning
becomes less writing on the wall, more smack in the face.

In these circumstances, it would seem madness to allow a
supermarket to grow again, its out-of-town position only increasing
dependence on the car and lorry; to enlarge the road system still
further, denying all the evidence that the transport expands to fit
the space available; and in the process to destroy what should be part
of the railway network.

Yet this is what the city council will enable; partly because it




[image: image9.jpg]must, as Sainsbury’s will deliver the wish-list Grace Road link; and
partly because it does not know what else to do, the era of cheap oil
having so corrupted rational planning. An establishment always prefers
the status quo and “business as usual” and “as we were” are the only
options.

Were Exeter part of the transitional movement, what its council
would do is constrain expansion of the superstore to the existing site
and confront the developer’s manipulation of the planning system;
preserve the railway formation both for access to the trading estate
and future reconstruction of the branch line; have confidence in the
railway being able to snap out of its present stupor and rise to the
challenge of winning back its position and new traffics; allow
development of the Hardinge’s site for commerce and industry, laid out
for rail at the doorstep; accept the need to reduce and gradually
eliminate dependence on the car and heavy lorry; encourage a return to
diverse and dispersed small to medium-size shops and outlets which
would be much better able to arrange local supply; scrap the road
link, the pet project of some long-retired traffic engineer of the
1970s school.

This would be the response of an authority that was taking heed
of the obvious signs.

Yours faithfully,

C. Burges (Mr.)

Owner & Operator

use in 1958 to
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Your reference- 09/0629/01 Please quote this reference:- EXR 0. 47
Sth May, 2009 28th May, 2009

Exeter City Council,
Planning and Building Control,
Civic Centre,

Paris Street,

Exeter

EX1 1NN

Dear Sirs,

An Objection to the Destruction of a Railway Route
and the taking of land which should be reserved
for traders desiring railfreight services.

Only a decade ago, the rails below were still being traversed by
traffic, the heaviest axleloads the line had ever borne.

The lamentable
organization that
preceded Network Rail A |
so0ld what can be seen
at right and the
junction behind the
camera to Sainsbury’s.
The accommodation
bridge beneath the
camera and some of the
embankment was taken
down so that the
beginning of a link
could jut from a new
roundabout towards
Grace Road.

Anyone with an enquiring mind, standing near here today, might
reasonably ask how the much trumpeted raft of policies designed to
reduce car and truck dependency, encourage freight onto rail, reduce
pollution and waste, tackle environmental degradation, improve health
and so on, had been interpreted in this instance.

For the reality — practice over policy, it could be said — is
that a railway which once served communities nestling in some of the
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most beautiful countryside immediately accessible from Exeter; a
railway which was once a diversionary route for main line trains now
more than ever troubled by disruption on the coastal route; and a
railway which, forty years after closure to passengers, was still
carrying freight traffic and had vacant land on its flanks which
should have been reserved for railfreight customers, was lifted to
make way for a road.

In fact, 500 yards of functioning, network railway was lifted to
make a few yards of 1970s “aspirational” road, which it seems, like so
many hare-brained schemes of the time, once published in a local plan,
can never be unseated by alternative thinking in later years. Such is
the driving weight of the road cstablishment, that its adherents will
continue with a scheme without having the sense to question its
original purposc or test it against accumulated experience.

So, less railway, more road; more cars and lorries; worse air,
more CO;, poorer health and more out-of-town shopping; an enquirer
would surely be scratching his head as he tried Lo reconcile the
policy statements and their application here, and as he pondered the
future and its many challenges: peak oil, ever-extending supply lines,
wanton consumption, rising sea levels, creeping urbanization etcetera.

The city cannot expect an official objection from the railway
industry; it was after all the railway that relinquished its land when
it need not have done. But this is not a case of evenly matched
transport operators facing each other on level ground, each aiming to
give its best service to the public; it is one of broad principle. The
railway as presently constituted does not know its ankle from its
elbow. It is a victim of government meddling and other transport not
bearing its full and true costs. What is left of the network has
become little more than a guided busway and the only growth is in
passenger numbers; even this has surprised the “bus” operators.

Exeter must not Lake advantage of the weakness of the railway in
its current state; instead it must try to provide for what the railway
will want to do and the role it will play when it is strong again and
the country rediscovers rail transport’s potential in the modern age.

Concentrating freight traffic at transfer terminals, as is
proposed at the likes of Skypark, does not remove the lorry mileage
that is most damaging and only marginally benefits the railway.
Traffic can only be removed from ordinary roads to any extent — or
cven altogether — if tracks are at or near traders’ gates or within
their premises. There is only one railway in Exeter which penetrates a
trading estate and is ripe for development even as it stands. It and,
as far as possible, its neighbouring land should be protected. Part of
a route having strategic value would then also be safeguarded.

Three and a half miles down the line, the vestigial British
Railways Board is being pressured to spend around £Ll-million repairing
a collapse within Perridge Tunnel. What would it say about John
Rigby’s claim that Exeter is pro rail if, while work was underway to
return the tunnel to operational condition, within sight of the main
line an unnecessary new road were severing the route and even more of
the formation were being reduced?

In historical terms, out-of-town supermarkets are a flash in the
pan; they and their methods belong to the era of cheap oil and have no





