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Finish 

10. What do you think is importont to consider when developing our proposals 
for the Bletchley ond the Morston Vale Line area? In particular, what do we 
need to take account of: 

a. In relation to the eitisting stations on the Morston Vole Line ond whether they 
should be kept open or consolidated through closure and relocation 

b. When we provide olternotivcs to eitisting level crossings 

c. In delivering the improvements to the Marston Vole Line 

d. In delivering works to Bletchley station 

e. In relation to the impact of reinstating a second trock between Bletchley and 
Fenny Stratford 
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a Do1a lo be obtcmed to show fu1u,a uooga or ooch stallon under normol non-Covid 
conditions to make decisi-::ir whether station remoinsopen, and if closed. whether 
atternative(s) are reasonable. 
b Acceptable pedestr\an6 vetuckt onemonves Tobe crscussed Wlth residents m lt1ot 
pornculcr oreo 
c A5 in o ol:xlve and account tol;:en ol freight being moved bym1I 
d Modern slot ion tho! fits with Blatchley being a motor technology and transport hub. 
prcvrsron of sl.l"ficiert and ICM' cost parking for vehicles close to station. good access on 
eastern side to Bletchley town centre. Reloccrt1on of Gemex WOfks to another surtoble 
station such os R1dgmont. 
e Current proposals ore vague ond lirm propoi:oli: orff rQqu1red lorcons.deratton by the 
public and relevant cornea ln particular. theimpoct on 4 bridges in the creo. over Saxon 
Street and AS duo I cornogewoys, River Ouzel and Grand Union Cana!. 

11. Please rank your pr•1•r•nce for th• prapos•d options for the existing stations 
on the Marston Vale Line. 

Please use o scale of 1 to 2 to indicate your preferences where 1 indicates your 
preferred option and 2 the option you favour least. 

1 

2 

• • 
Option 1 retain e•,sting service (in a modified form) ond Introduce limited-stop 
Olford to Cambridge services olongslde It, colling 01 Woburn Sands and 
Aidgmont 

Option 2: provide o more flequent, fo$ter seosce with some new and relocated 
stotionti and improved community occen 

12. Please tell us why you heve ranked the pt'Oposed options for the existing 
stations ceeve c:ind praYide c:iny other comments: 

• In relation to option 1, please provide any comments on the search area for the 
relocation of Ridgmont station and the new passing loops 

• In relation to option 2, pleose provide any comments on the search areas for 
the relocated stations: Woburn Sands (relocated), Ridgmont (relocated), 
Lidlington (relocated), Stewortby (relocated). 
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Option 1 rs that preferred by residents who I represent. However. my personal view rs more 
m favour of optior 2 os option 1 could impoct the effective running of inle..-·city tro ns. It 1s of 
concern that freight traffic is rot token in·o account in the consultation. only passenger 
travel. 

13. Fenny Stratford: vehlculor traffic - three opt.Ions 

Please shore l;jOUr views on these options. 

Option 1 Is not occeptoble 
a .. Businesses which operate HG Vs and vans hove sites on Simpson Rood. The clostire of 
the Fenny Slrotford/Simpson Rood level crossng would meon All traffic would be diverted 
do\.vn Stoplehol Rood. which iso quiet residential street. Traffic WO\Jld leave Simpson Rood 
at Biiton Avenue wh ch is port of on industnol estate, with on-street parking and constontty 
congested. -urning left (westwards) towards Wothng Street (busy main ro...te) would 
Increase congesOon ot this function as traffic attempts to jon Warling Street. Turning right 
{eastwards) onto e11ton Avenue would be hazardous lor all vehicles due to volume of traffic 
already usir"IQ this rood. 

b. However, at the eastern end of Bilton Avenue Isa com pony known os Sens en! which hos 
o large carpork If a rood was built ttvough this corpork. traffic would enter Simpson Rood 
at the narrowest poirt and would ovoid the single track. troffic·llght controlled br1dge, with 
its 7 ST weight restriction, which iscleorty unsuitable lar HGV5. Hos EWR considered this 
option? 

c Lames ore curreritty e:,,:ck.Jded from using Stopleholl Rood which hoson·slreet pol'Xlng by 
residents and by 1hose employed in businesses In S,lton Avenue whereon-site pariong Is 
inadequate This rendefs the rood a single track highway, with ontyoccosionol pull-in 
places, ord lCISUitoblefor increased traffic and HGVs II rs already hazardous getting on 
and off driveways. given lmited vis•b1lilyond the spood of oomc vehicles. 

d. For 3 days at the end of Moy, Wothng Street was closed for rood reccnrs cnc traffic was 
diverted clown StoplehoK Rood As lhis is Indicative of who! con be expected should the 
level crossing close and no othef'suitoble route found, a resident monitored the traffic 
passing her house between 3.30·5.JOpmon Wednesday 26th Moy ln those 2 hours • 241 
Cars, 98 Vons, 16 HGVs, 3 minibuses and 3 bicycles.All hod to stopfstort, pull on/pull out to 
avOld the veh1des parked on either side of the rood. 
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e. Residents ore also concerned about reducing access of Emergency services to 
Staplehall Road, Simpson Rood 6 Lock View Lane should the level crossing be closed and 
no new road bull! 

I tithe industrial sites in Simpson Rood ore closed and replaced INilh residenllol 
development wh11:h hos been discussed, tl"ler1 the volume of HGVsond vans would 
oecreose whilst resident ol lroffic: would subslonhollyincr&0se. 

Option 2 - naw link rood lrom new !unction on the southern side of Sletchom Woy and o 
new ·unction on Srnpson Rood is lmproclical as IT would join Simpson Rood al o pomt 
totally unsurtoble for the induslriol lrotfic due lo the single nocc •rotfic-hght controlled 
bridge, with its 7.ST we,gnt restriction. 

Option 3 - a new rnk rood from Fenny Lock roundabout too new junction on Simpson Aoad 
Is lmpractlcol os It would ioln Simpson Road at o point totally unsuitable for the Industrial 
traffic due lo the single !rock. troffk::-light controlled bridge. with its 7.5Tweight restriction 
Hov;ever, there 16 o smell ndustriOI estate under constn.ict1on at Fenny Lock with occess 
rood to Simpson Rood -js 1h1s the some route that EWR proposes or does EWR propose 
another route? 

14. Fenny Stratford: pedestrians and other non-vehicular rood users - three 
options 

Please shore your views on these options. 
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Option 1 is not occeplable - no newcons·nJct,on/worksond pedestrians have to use 
exetmq pedestrian routes olong Sloplehall Rood. Wotl1ng Street, or theGrond Union Canal 
towpath. This would mean dispmportiona1ely lcnqer drsrcnce to walk to access local 
amenities. 

Option 2- lhe loolbmige option is the only acceptable option os 11 would prnvtde access 
across the ro1lwoy ot the loco-lon of the existing level crossing. with stairs ond a romp for 
access, north and south ol the roilwoy. 

Option 3 is r.ol occeplobleos it re-routes a r-iastnan route from Simpson Rood along the 
south of the ra1M'(Jy, underneath the ro1lwoybridgewhlch goes over the Grand Union Canal 
using the canol towpoth lo connect to Lock View Lone and Simpson Rood. The conol 
lov,.,polh end swing bridge ore unsuitable lor extensve use oso p,..ibhc footpath, is not 
occesslble, so restricts the mob hty and Independence for the mcny d,fferentty obl&d 
people ltvlng In ccmmunlty housing within Fenny Strotlord Pedestnon users would lmpoct 
those who llve In cottoges olongslde the conol. and also conol boot users. 

NB The lock at Fenny Stratford hos o SW1ng-bndgev.hich Is very h� to mot"OE!(Jvre It Is 
generally lelt across the conol for pedes1rton access to/from Lock View Lor.e. the Lock 
Cottage end PI.Jrrp Houseond the tow·poth excepting when boots ore using the lock or If o 
boater is using the CRT services pomt (Wale!', rubbish and sanitary disposal oreo) by the 
ro,lwoy br,dge 111s not recommenoed lor operation by the non-booting general pwbl1c and 
,s certainly not possrble lor lhosewrth mobility issues to operate It solely. 
The swmg·bndge usogecan be very busyespecioty during The cruising season ...men o 
number of bools con be queueing to use I he lock and this sometimes causes oonfrontollon 
belween boaters and pedestrior,s os ta who hos the rtght ot woy. Pedestrtons hove been 
wrtnessed corry1""19 bikes. pushchairs. shopping ond dogs across the lock gates os they ore 

1mpotiont for 1110 boats toloovo tho lock. This Is o hoolth and sofetyneghtmore which could 
resutl m drowning should onybody sl,p from the lock-beams wtille lhe lock paddles ore 
open wl11cl1 causes strong currents. 

In the future, this port of the Grand Union Canal might be developed to form o marina ond 
EWR needs to factor this pass1b1I ty into its plans for this orco. 

Please provide us with your view on the options for the level 
crossings on the Marston Vale Line 
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Please share your views on this. 

Please odd your comment here ... 

29. Please rank. your preference far the proposed options for the Marston Vole 
Line upgrade. 

Please use a scale of I to 3 to indicate your preferences where 1 indicates 1:1our 
preferred option and 3 the option you favour least. 

3 " ... Option 1: series of short blododes 

1 "... Option 2: o prolonged blockode 

2 " ... Option 3: o mil< of short ond long blockodes 

30. Please tell us why you hove ranked the proposed Marston Vole Line upgrado 
options above os you hove and provide any other comments. 

It appears ta be the most efficient ond roil services hove ceeocscconncec during the 
pandemic 

31. Please rank your preference for the proposed options for the Fenny Stratford 
oddltlonal track. 
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Please use a scale of 1 to 2 to indicote your preferences where 1 indicates your 
preferred option and 2 the option you favour least. 

• 

• 

Option 1: bo1lding new bridges next to the existing bridges to corry tho new 
•=k 

Option 2: replocing the existing bridges with wider bridge a thot would corry 
both trocks 

32. Pl•o1e tell us why you have ranked the proposed Fenny Stratford addltlonol 
track options above as you have and provide any other comments. 

Unfortunctely. there is lnsuffic:tent detail in the co,,sullot1011 iiformation lo make on 
informed decision. EWA hove been requested on more than 1 occasion to hold workshops 
with stokeholclers to discuss op hons for the odd1honal track. cloGUre of Fenny Strotford and 
Level Crossing I hove atrended suc:hworkshops In respect of Bletc:hley Stohon which 
appears to hove o higher profile, but the 1rnpoct of oddihonal trock options and what 
happens In Fenny Strotlord isof as much. if nol more, interest cs will beof greater Impact 
oo re&ldents and other traveling In the oreo either on foot. rood orconol. 
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