
  

CRCL/R/OBJ118 

 

PROPOSED CHILTERN RAILWAYS (BICESTER TO OXFORD IMPROVEMENTS) 
ORDER 

 

CHILTERN RAILWAYS’ REBUTTAL PROOF OF EVIDENCE  

 

IN RELATION TO  

 THE OBJECTION AND EVIDENCE OF  

MR AND MRS FARR  

 

1 Introduction  

1.1 This rebuttal proof of evidence has been prepared on behalf of the Chiltern Railway 
Company Limited (Chiltern Railways) to respond to particular aspects of the objection 
and evidence of Mr and Mrs Farr.    

1.2 In particular, Mr and Mrs Farr have raised new points in their proof of evidence 
provided for the inquiry that Chiltern Railways had not previously addressed in the 
proofs of evidence prepared by their witnesses, which were submitted to the 
Inspector and to certain objectors on 1 October 2010. 

1.3 It is not intended that this rebuttal proof should repeat material that the witnesses for 
Chiltern Railways has already covered in their evidence.  Cross-references to 
relevant paragraphs of those witnesses’ proofs of evidence are given below, where 
appropriate. 

1.4 It is intended that this rebuttal proof should be a composite response by Chiltern 
Railways to those new points raised in the evidence of Mr and Mrs Farr and referred 
to above.  In this respect, for cross-examination purposes, the name of the Chiltern 
Railways witness who is responsible for each aspect of this rebuttal proof is given at 
the beginning of each section below. 



 
 

 2  

 

2 Defined Terms 

2.1 The following defined terms are referred to throughout this rebuttal proof: 

“the 
Correspondence” 

means correspondence in the form of letters exchanged 
between Chiltern Railways and Mr and Mrs Farr dated 15 
February 2010 and 27 May 2010, attached as Appendix A to 
this rebuttal; 

“the Objectors” means Mr and Mrs Farr; 

“the Objectors’ 
evidence” 

means the proof of evidence of Mr and Mrs Farr; 

“the Order 
application” 

means the application for the proposed Order submitted on 6 
January 2010 and the Proposed Modification dated 9 
September 2010; and 

“the proposed 
Order” 

means the proposed Chiltern Railways (Bicester to Oxford 
Improvements) Order.  

3 Chiltern Railways’ Rebuttal of the Objectors’ Evidence 

Context 

3.1 Mr and Mrs Farr are the owners of Chipping Farmhouse, Bletchingdon Road, Islip.  
The farmhouse and farm are accessed by a private track which both they and Mr and 
Mrs Howard, along with the freeholders, the Church Commissioners, share the use 
and maintenance of.   

Condition of the Existing Chipping Farm Track, Richard Caten 

3.2 The Objectors state that the reported condition of the farm track was based on a 
survey undertaken in dry conditions that does not take account of its poor state of 
repair in wet conditions.  The Objectors state that the material they have used in the 
past to maintain the track would not be adequate for the increased levels of traffic 
and the upkeep would increase disproportionately with the increased usage.  The 
Objectors state that a more robust surface is needed to cope with the extra traffic.  
The Objectors are concerned about the cost of the maintenance of the track.   

3.3 Chiltern Railways has issued a draft agreement to the Objectors agents that provides 
for resurfacing of Chipping Farm Track in concrete, as requested by the Objectors.  
However, the Objectors’ agent has not responded to date. 

Improvement of Chipping Farm Track, Richard Caten 

3.4 The Objectors are seeking a permanent surface for the existing Chipping Farm Track 
and for the proposed new track from Brook Furlong to the spur at Chipping Farm.  
The Objectors state that Chiltern Railways is resisting the improvement of the 
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Chipping Farm Track as it is considered to be betterment whereas the Objectors 
state that they are seeking a functional equivalent.  The Objectors state that if Steve 
and Anita Unwin (Brook Furlong) and John Henman (Manor Farm) acquire a right of 
access over Chipping Farm Track to reach their respective properties, the use of the 
track will be greatly increased.  The Objectors state that there may be an additional 
party (the Calcutts) who have right of way over a short part of the track nearest the 
Bletchingdon Road for access to a field not owned by the Church Commissioners.     

3.5 Whilst Chiltern Railways considers that the concrete improvement of the surface of 
Chipping Farm Track is a betterment to the existing situation, it has nevertheless 
issued a draft agreement to the Objectors’ agent that provides for the resurfacing of 
Chipping Farm Track in concrete.  The Objectors’ agent has to date not responded, 
however, Chiltern Railways understands that this solution deals with the Objectors’ 
concerns. 

Restrictive Use of the Chipping Farm Track, Richard Caten 

3.6 The Objectors are seeking to limit the use of the Chipping Farm Track to the existing 
users together with the owners of neighbouring property and land, the Unwins and Mr 
Henman.  The Objectors are seeking to prevent construction vehicles using the track 
as they state that it would ruin the surface of the track.   

3.7 Chiltern Railways intend to utilise Chipping Farm Track as an access route.  
However, before doing so, the track will be surveyed and if necessary improved, so 
as to be fit for the purpose of construction access.  Upon completion of the works and 
in any event Chiltern Railways will reinstate the farm track to the reasonable 
satisfaction of the landowner in accordance with the Order.  However, as stated 
above, Chiltern Railways has issued a draft agreement to the Objectors’ agent, which 
provides for the improvement by way of concreting of Chipping Farm Track and 
Chiltern Railways understand from the Objectors that this work would remove this 
concern.   

Property Values, Richard Caten 

3.8 The Objectors state that if they were unable to use the Chipping Farm Track due to 
its poor condition it would have a ‘huge’ effect on the resale value of their properties.   

3.9 The Objectors will not be prevented from using Chipping Farm Track and as stated 
above, Chiltern Railways has issued a draft agreement to the Objectors, which 
provides for resurfacing of Chipping Farm Track. 

Drainage, Stephen Barker 

3.10 The Objectors are concerned about the structure of the drainage stream which is in 
need of repair, specifically about the flooding on the corner of the only real passing 
place on the track, which will be inadequate due to the increased traffic. 

3.11 Chiltern Railways will comply with the requirements of the Environment Agency in 
respect of drainage requirements resulting from the other proposed changes to the 
access track. 
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4 Conclusion 

4.1 This rebuttal responds comprehensively to the evidence of the Objectors. The 
Objectors are concerned with Chipping Farm access track.  Chiltern Railways has 
issued a draft agreement to the Objectors’ agent, which provides for the improvement 
by way of concreting of Chipping Farm Track and Chiltern Railways believe this 
would remove their concern.   
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