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Contact: Geoff Hubble

Dirzct Dial. 020 7847 7229

E-mail. gecff.hubble @cluttens cem
Dirsct Fax: 020 7247 7067

Your Ref: TWA/ 10/ APP/ 02/ OBJ/ 98

Secretary of State

Department of Transport

Transport and Works Act Orders Unit

Zone1 /31

Great Minster House

76 Marsham Street

London SW1P 4DR 04 August 2010

Dear Sirs

Transport and Works Act 1992 (TWA)

Application for the proposed Chiltern Railways (Bicester to Oxford Improvement)
Order

Mr Henry Horton, The Old Mill, Mill Farm, Mill Street, Islip, Oxon OX5 25X

We refer to your letter 17 June 2010. On behalf of our client, as above, we comment as
follows:

/8

Our client believes that his case is set out in his objection and he asks that this objection
be treated as his Statement of Case, subject to some additional material as described
below and attached.

Since submitting his objection there has been some inspection and dialogue with
consultants or agents to the Applicants. However no written proposals have been
received in answer to his objection.

Our client therefore wishes to elaborate his abjection by reference to his email to Peter
Gibbard of Argent Management dated 28 June 2006 which is enclosed in the bound
volume and revised sheets 19 and 20 (Chiltern Railways references). The text is shown
on the revised sheets. Pholtographs are enclosed to illustrate the comments made in
the email and on revised sheets 19 and 20.

Yours faithfully

Clitbn

Geoff Hubble
Partner
Landlord Tenant and Rating
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Statement of Case
Application for the Proposed Chiltern Railways

(Bicester to Oxford Improvement Order)

Mr Henry Horton wishes his objection to the above Order to be treated as his
Statement of Case, with the addition of the copy email, plans and photographs
enclosed herewith and to which he will speak.

The additional material comprises the following:-

(a)  Anemail from our client to Peter Gibbard of Argent Management dated 28
June 2010, suggesting alterations proposed to the land to be acquired.

(b) Two Chiltern Railway drawings, number 19 & 20 where our client shows the
alterations to the cpo proposed in the email.

(c) Three A4 sheets showing view points to illustrate the points at a) and b).
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From: hethorton®@aol.com

To: PeterGibbard@ardent-management.com
Date: Mon, 28 Jun 2010 16:19

Email title: cpo - the old mill, islip

Attachments: chiltern copy modified a4 sheet 19.pdf,
chiltern copy modified ad sheet 20.pdf, chiltern copy modified.dwg

Email text:

Peter

| have amended the cpo plans as discussed and have attached them in both PDF(A4) and DWG
format. Although it is the reduction in the cpo area of 19010 that | am most keen to see done to
reflect the existing layout at The Old Mill (a process informally agreed with Paul Clarke), | have also
noted the other key points that | hope we can reach an agreement on also.

These points are annotated on the attached plans and are broadly as follows:

o the removal of 19011, 20010, 20013, 20014, 20002

19009+, 20003 accordingly moved to the existing boundary - this then mirrors the access
width on the north side of the track - although it still seems excessive for access -and | would
request this to be justified. Are the 'working site' areas the wider areas (eg at the end of my
field)?

» proposed houndary changes that are more reasonable and sensible at the culvert and OXD44

« thatthe underbridge OXD45 remains open - to retain the possibility of accessibility to
facilitate buying/renting/managing the land to the north of the track in the long term

If we are able to agree broad principles of cpo areas and usage then | hope we can go on to agree

the details - such as fencing etc. The timing is very tight now prior to the Public Enquiry submission
dates and | hope we can move forward quickly.

Lastly, | didn't notice all the area numbers relating to my property in the Draft Order (eg 19011) - is
there a reason for this?

Kind regards

Henry Horton

*Note: 19009 was typed in error — it should have read 19010 (in accordance with the
drawings).

EMAIL TO PETER GIBBARD
To be read in conjunction with amended plans 19 and 20
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Viewpoint 2 - Mill Farm land (19010)

Chiltern/landowner proposed access points

to land south of railway line

Viewpoint 3 - Mill Farm land (19010)
landowner proposed access point

Chiltern proposed access
point from 19009 to 19010
is unnecessarily close to
our client's house (The Old
Mill), is within the garden,
and involves the
demolition of a stone wall.

We propose an alternative
access point/route which is
is further from the house,
and via a gate erected by
our client prior to
construction.

If adopted, we propose
that the part of 19010 no
longer required for access
is removed from cpo area
(refer to attached
amended sheet 19 - as
informally agreed with Paul
Clarke, Ardent).

ACCESS ROUTE:

MILL FARM TRACK (19009) TO MILL FARM LAND (19010)




Chiltern have several
ways of accessing our
client's land to the south
of the track from the north
side:

(i) Via the residential area
of Mill Farm using the
private drive (19008) and
track (19009) (as shown in
Viewpoint 1).

Mill Farm C

(i) From the north side of
Mill Farm crossing, to Mill
Farm track, through the
garden of the OId Mill, and
then to 19010 (as shown
in Viewpoint 5).

(iii) The preferred route:
from the north side of Mill
Farm crossing directly into
19010 (as shown in
Viewpoint 6).

Agreement is sought to:

Viewpoint & - Mill Farm Crossing to 19010 °  seek the strongest

via garden of the Old Mill justification to bring
construction traffic

via route (i) and (ii).

o use the preferred
route shown in
Viewpoint 6 via open
agricultural land to
the north of the
track. (This route
has been inspected
by Chiltern's
engineer).

Viewpoint 6 - Mill Farm Crossing directly to
19010 - preferred route

ACCESS ROUTE:
FROM NORTH OF TRACK (19006) TO SOUTH OF TRACK (19010)







