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CRCL/R/OBJ51&52/2

Relevant Correspondence
between Chiltern Railways
and the Objector






Chiltern Railways

CHILTERN RAILWAYS CONSULTATION TEAM
Eaton House, Wallbrook Court, North Hinksey Lane,
Oxford, OX2 0QS

Telephone: 01865 384896
Email: consultation@chiltern-evergreen3.co.uk

30" September 2009

Leda Properties Limited
114 High Street,

Sutton Courtenay

Oxon

0OX14 4AX

Dear Sir/Madam

CHILTERN EVERGREEN 3 - BICESTER TO OXFORD RAILWAY LINE
IMPROVEMENTS
COMPULSORY PURCHASE OF PROPERTY

You will hopefully have heard about the above railway project, as a result of the general
consultation carried out during this year. The project is an upgrade of existing railway
lines by Chiltern Railways to create a new Rail service between London to Oxford. As
part of this project, improvement works are needed to the section of line between Bicester
and Oxford.

Site investigations and feasibility work following initial consultation has now been
completed, to determine what works will be needed along this section of the railway.
Unfortunately additional property will be required, outside that owned by Network Rail,
despite efforts to avoid this. Such additional property will need to be acquired by Chiltern,
so that it can be passed to Network Rail along with the improvement works. To assist
these acquisitions, Chiltern is promoting a Compulsory Purchase Order under the
Transport and Works Act 1992. Chiltern plans to apply to the Secretary of State for
Transport for this Order in mid October 2009.

We have carried out ownership checks of the land needed, and you appear to own some
of it. Your land is included within the coloured areas on the attached plan. This land is
needed for construction access. It is not necessarily intended to acquire all of your land
as highlighted on the plan, just the land that is needed within this area. Powers must be
sought over a slightly wider area as the precise extent of the land needed will not be
determined until detailed design has been completed. This will therefore not be known
until 2011, when it is intended to start acquisitions and construction. Ultimately, Chiltern
will only be able o use compulsory purchase powers over land it can prove is required for
the scheme.

Owners of land that is compulsorily acquired are compensated under the national
Compulsory Purchase Compensation Code. This is a body of law that has evolved to
ensure that those who have property compulsorily acquired will be no worse off
financially. You can get further information about what compensation you will be entitled
to by either:

e contacting the RICS Compulsory Purchase Hotline on 0870 3333 1600, from which
you will be put in touch with a Chartered Surveyor with appropriate experience, who
will give you a free half hour consultation;

Chiltern Railways is the trading name of The Chiltern Railway Company Limited
Registered office: Marylebone Station, Great Central House, Melcombe Place, London. NW1 6JJ
Company Registration No. 3007939. VAT Registration No. GB 667 3877 77



Chiltern Railways

e if you go to www.communities.gov.uk booklets explaining the Compensation Code
can be down loaded or ordered.

If you object to the compulsory purchase of your land, you are entitled to object to
Chiltern's Order application to the Secretary of State. There is an objection period of at
least 42 days after the application has been made. As a landowner affected by the
scheme, Chiltern must let you know when the application has been made, so that you
can make an objection.

If you need any further information about the above, please contact Lucy Ryan on _
020 3206 5505. She will either be able to give you further information, or put you in touch
with the relevant team member who can help you. Aliernatively, please look at the
Evergreen 3 website on www.chiltern-everareen3.co.uk where you can also make
enquiries.

Yours faithfully

Lucy Ryan
Project Administrator

Chiltern Railways is the trading name of The Chiltern Railway Company Limited
Registered office: Marylebone Station, Great Central House, Melcombe Place, Londen. NW1 6JJ
Company Registration No, 3007939, VAT Registration No. GB 667 3877 77
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Transport and Works Act 1992

Transpart and Works (Applications and Objections Procedure)
(England and Wales) Rules 2006

The Chiltern Railways (Bicester to Oxford Improvements) Order

Objectien made in accordance with the requirements of Rule 21 of the 2006 Rules

Objection made by Andrew Leslie Basson

The Objector

1. The objector: this objection is made by Andrew Leslie Basson (*Mr
Basson”). Mr Basson is the freehold owner of land on the south west
side of London Road, Bicester, registered under title number
ON174263 {"the Basson Land")

2. Mr Basson is the owner of the plots referred to in the Book of
Reference and numbered: 04037, 04038, and 04041.

Address for Correspondence
3. Correspondence relating to the objection can be sent to Challenor and
Son, Stratton House, Bath Street, Abingdon, Oxfordshire OX14 3LA,
the solicitors for Mr Basson.

Grounds of the Objection

The Objection

4, Mr Basson objects to the application made by The Chiltern Railway
Company Limited {"Chiltern Railways") for an order under section 1 of
the Transport and Works Act 1992 in the terms of the draft The Chiltern
Railways (Bicester to Oxford Improvements) Qrder.

5. Mr Basson objects, in particular, the proposal to take temporary
possession of parcels of its land holding which lies south of The
Talisman Business Centre, Bicester for the purposes of ancillary
works, namely provision of access and of a working site and access.

Background

8. Mr Basson acquired the land south of the Talisman Business Cenire
with a view to securing permission for development.
7. Mr Basson has commissioned a masterplan which illustrates how the

land south of the Talisman Business Centre can be developed to
provide residential accommodation.

8. In 2007 and 2008 Mr Basson submilied applications to Cherwell
District Council for planning permission to develop the Basson Land.
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1.
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13.

14.

15.
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18.

*,

On the 9th November 2009 Mr Basson submitted an application for “"gé_\

planning permission to develop the Basson Land to Cherwell District
Council; the application was validated on 14™ December 2009. The
development proposed in the application was a proposal to erect 140
dwellings (Application reference: 08.01592/0UT).

The Chiltern Railways Proposals

The tand held by Mr Basson does not fall within the area of land on
which Chiltern Railways intend to provide a railway. i
Chiltern Railways seek to acquire temporary rights over land held by
Mr Basson in order to provide access and a working site and access.
Chiltern Railways seek to acquire those rights by compulsion.

Mr Basson's rights

Powers of compulsory purchase whether for land or temporary rights
over should not be granted unless there is a compelling case in the
public interest.

Mr Basson also relies on the right to the protection of property afforded
by Article 1 of Protocol 1 to the European Convention on Human
Rights,

Mr Basson's objection

Mr Basson's land is not required in order to carry out or provide the
works described as Work No. 2 or Work No. 1Q in schedule 1 to the
draft order, or to carry out or provide any other of the works listed in
that schedule.

There is no indication that Ghiitern Railways have assessed the impact
of the proposed access and working site on the amenity of any persons
living in the dwellings proposed on Mr Basson's land.

Chiltern Railways objeclive of securing access to land in order to carry
out works to the existing A41 road bridge could be achieved by
alternative means.

Alternative access could be gained to the bridge from land to the west
of the railway line, whether to the north or the south of the A41 road,
and an alternative arrangement made for a working site. A general
indication of alternative access routes is provided on the attached plan.
If access is to be provided in the vicinity of the Talisman Business Park
it could be provided by continuing the route through the business park
and not diverting south on to Mr Basson's land.

Mr Basson reserves the right to add to and to provide further details of
his objections.

DATED this ] ¢ day of FEBRUARY 2010

LY; G

e SR S e cn i ANDREW LESLIE BASSON

The address to which correspondence relating to this Objection or other

representations may be sent is as follows:-
Leda Properties Limited TSA, Marcham Road, Abingdan, Oxon, OX14 1TL
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infrostructure Bnd regeneration

Our Ref: PC/P3.343.2 1/EG3/0¢1

Challenor and Son
Stratton House
Bath Street
Abingdon

Oxon

OX14 3LA

24 March 2010

Dear Sirs,

The Chiltern Railways (Bicester to Oxford improvements) Order
Objection Number 51 and 52

We refer to your client’'s objections to the above order application. Chiltern's responses to
the points of objection are as follows, following the numbering of both of the objections.

14. The order describes the purpose for applying for temporary powers over plots 04037,
04038 and 04041 in Schedule 11. 04037 and 04038 are required for access for
Works 2, 4 and 10. 04041 is required as a working site and access for the same
Works. These plots, form part of an access from the London road to this side of the
railway stop. There is no other access peint from the London road, without causing
serious disruption to the business units in the Talisman Business Centre.

15.  As your clients planning application has not yet been determined, and in the light of
the current economic climate, it is doubtful that the schemes will coincide. 1t is even
less likely that your client proposed development will be complete and sold to
occupiers.

Chiltern intends to start work on the Evergreen 3 scheme in early 2011, subject to
the making of the order. The contractor has already been appointed for the scheme
and work is to begin as soon as is possible.

Ardent Management Lid

P.0 Box 3050 . Wokingham
Berkshire . RGgo 3¥D

t . +44(clB70 443 qroe

T . +44 {01870 443 101

e . info®ardent-management.com




16.17. As above, your clients land forms the only possible access point for the works to be
carried out on this side of the railway line and the A41. The alternative route
suggested appears to go through your clients proposed development site and it is
substantially longer. Chilterns proposed route is along the very edge of the
development site, chosen on purpose, and will only impinge on a proposed
landscaped area, not land to be developed.

As stated above, taking the access through the Talisman Business Park will cause
significant impact to the existing businesses within the park. That is the reason why
this route was discounted.

The pragmatic solution to this possible conflict of schemes is for your client and
Chiltern Railways to agree that they will consult further with each other whenever
one of them wishes to commence development. If your client would agree to allow
Chiltern to have access over other routes within your clients site, if it commenced
development prior to or at the same time as the Chiltern scheme, a compromise
could be reached.

18.19. The permanent access right is not intended to service the 41 bridge. Powers for this
purpose are sought over plot 05017 within your client's ownership. The land within
the limits of deviation is required as the site of the numbered Works. We are told
that this is an existing access route used by Network Rail and it is essential as it is
outside the land owned by the MoD. It is the only vehicular access available to reach
the sidings in this vicinity.

If this route impinges on your client's development works, and agreement as outlined
above may aiso be appropriate.

If the idea of agreements as set out above is attractive to your client, we can draft has terms
suitable agreement for your consideration. If you wish to discuss this first, please contact
the undersigned.

We look forward to hearing from you further.



Yours faithfully

[l

Paul Clarke
Associate director

cC C Baker ERM



Our Ref: PC/P3.2/EG3/0MH
Your Ref:

Challenor & Son
Stratfon House
Bath Street

Abingdon
Oxfordshire
OX14 3LA
Dir Tel — 07917 341614
E-mail - petergibbard@ardent-
management.com
15" July 2010

Dear sirfmadam,

Draft Chiltern Railways (Bicester to Oxford improvements) Order
Objection number 51 — Andrew Leslic Basson

I am writing further to the letter we sent to you on 24.03.10 in response to your letter of objection,
which was sent to the Department For Transport. We have not received any response {o the letter
we sent {o you, | trust we have addressed all of your concerns.

If you do have any further questions in relation to the proposed Order or if we have not successfully
addressed your concerns, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned or Paul Clarke on
paulclarke@ardent-management.com. If you feel that we have addressed your concerns with the
above Order then you are able to withdraw your objection by writing to the Secretary of State for
Transport. ldeally Chiltern will have no objections remaining at the Public Inquiry, we welcome the
opportunity to work with you to achieve this position.

Yours faithfully,

o sl

Peter Gibbard
Assistant Surveyor

ceC C Baker ERM



OBT S1/52

CHALLENOR & SON SOLICITORS

Stratton House, Bath Street,

S

Abingdon,
Oxfordshire,
OX143LA
Peter Gibbard Esq., Telephone:(01235) 520013
Assistant Surveyor Fax: (0123553431)  DX:35856 Abinpdon
Ardent Management Ltd ourref your ref
P O Box 3050 SCP.YMG. PC.P3.2.EG3.00]
’ BASSON
Wokingharm,
Berkshire
RG403YD
16th July 2010
Dear Sir,

Draft Chiltern Railways (Bicester to Oxford improvements) Order
Objection No. 52 — Leda Properties

In reply to your letter of 15" July, we have no record of receipt of your letter of 24"
February 2010 yeferred to. Please rush a copy in our direction, please, straight away.

Challenor & Son

PARTNERS Trevor J Pegram, M.A.(Oxon) Stephen C Pegram
Nevilte J Pegram, B.A.

ASSISTANT SOLICITOR Mrs Gail E Jones, L1. B Andrew D Gordon, B.A.

A Firm Regulated by the Solicitors Regulation Authority Service not gecepted by fax or e-mail




BT 5i/52

CHALLENOR & SON SOLICITORS

Stratton House, Bath Street,

Abingdon,
Oxfordshire,
OX14 3LA
Peter Gibbard Esq., Telephone:(01235) 520013
Assistant Surveyor Fax: (01235 534311)  DX:35856 Abingdon
Ardent Management Ltd ourref your ref
SCP.DF. PC.P3.2.EG3.00)
PO l_30x 3050, BASSON
Wokingham,
Berkshire
RG40 3YD
19" August 2010
Dear Sir,

Draft Chiltern Railways (Bicester to Oxford improvements) Order
Objection No. 51 and 52 — Leda Properties

Thank you for your email of 18 August. Your letter of 24 March curiously failed to
arrive here and instructions are now being taken.

Without prejudice to the position, since it seems that there is a slight mis-description of

the territory at Talisman Business Centre / frontage to our clients’ northern boundary,
. would it be possible to organise a short site meeting so that the position can be more
readily understood? We were establishing whether this is something which Mr Basson /
Leda Properties Limited would entertain as well.

Challenor & Son
hhhhh 4 PARTNERS Trevor J Pegram, M.A.(Oxon) Stephen C Pegram
Neville J Pegram, B.A.
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR Mrs Gail E Jones, LL. B Andrew D Gordon, BA.

A Firm Regulated by the Solicitors Regulation Authority Service not accepted by fax or e-mail
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CHALLENOR & SON SOLICITORS

Stratton House, Bath Street,

Abingdon,
Oxfordshire,
0X14 3LA
Peter Gibbard Esq., Telephone:(01235) 520013
Assistant Surveyor Fax: (01235534311) _ DX:35856 Abingdon
Ardent Management Ltd our ref your ref
P O Box 3050, SCP.DF. PC.P3.2.EG3.001
Wokingham, BASSON
Berkshire
RG40 3YD

03 September 2610

Dear Sir,

Draft Chiltern Railways (Bicester to Oxford improvements) Order
Objection No. 51 and 52 — Andrew Basson / Leda Properties

We have taken instructions from our clients in connection with the above mentioned
objections. The idea has been mooted of a site meeting and, indeed, this proposal is
corroborated by both Mr Basson and our client company. A director of Leda Properties
Limited can be present on behalf of Leda and, indeed, Andrew Basson. Perhaps this can
be set up so that a more clear understanding for both parties can be achieved, particularly
as regards some alternative means of mitigating difficulties for our client’s development
are concerned.

Challenor & Son

PARTNERS Trevor J Pegram, MLA{Oxon) Stephen C Pegram
i Neville J Pegram, B.A.

ASSISTANT SOLICITOR Mrs Gait E Jones, LL. B Andrew D Gordon, B.A,

A Firm Repulated by the Solicitors Regulation Authority Service not accepted by fax or e-mail



CHALLENOR & SON SOLICITORS

Stratton House, Bath Street,

Abingdon,
Oxfordshire,
0X14 3LA
Peter Gibbard Esq., Telephone:(01235) 5280613
Assistant Surveyor Fax: (01235 534311)  DX:35856 Abingdon
Ardent Management Ltd our ref your ref
P O Box 3050, SCP.DF. PC.P3.2.EG3.00!
Wokingham, BASSON
Berkshire
RG40 3YD

11" October 2010

Dear Mr Gibbard

Draft Chiltern Railways (Bicester to Oxford improvements) Order
Objection No. 51 and 52 —~ Andrew Basson / Leda Properties

With apologies for some delay in getting back to you, the site meeting can be set up just
as soon as ever possible. Mr Nick Hardcastle has been delegated by Leda Properties
Limited to look after things for both the company and Andrew Basson in relation to the
land either side of the A4l Bicester bypass. The writer will also attend, and so if you
would be kind enough to say when will be best for you, pretty much any weekday will
be suitable, with the meeting, say, at the site at 9.30am. Please provide some dates and
we will settle this straightaway.

Yours since
—
Stephen C Pegra
Challenor & Son
PARTNERS Trever J Pegram, M.A.(Oxon) Stephen C Pegram
Nevifle J Pegram, B.A.L '
ASSISTANT SCLICITOR Mrs Gail E Jones, LL, B Andrew D Gordon, B.A,

A Firm Regulated by the Soficitors Regulation Authority Service not accepted by fax or e-mail
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OBI/S1/52.
Nicola Finlay
From: Peter Gibbard [PeterGibbard @ ardent-management.com]}
Sent: 27 October 2010 08:50
To: ‘Stephen Pegram’
Cc: Paul Clarke; chiltern objections; ERM UK Chiltern Objections
Subject: Leda/Basson Land - 51/52

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Red

Mr Pegram,

| am writing further to our meeting on site in Bicester on Friday 22™ October.

Taking the issues in two parts for each side of the A41. To the south of the A41, as
explained on site we are acquiring a permanent right of access along the existing track to
access the railway. | have spoken to the engineers and they believe this will mostly be used
by transit vans and pick ups, however there may the odd occasion when access is required
by lorry or low loader delivering plant to the site. Furthermore, as explained we would be
happy to recommend to Chiltern that it enters into a lift and shift arrangement whereby an
aliernative route of access is used once the site has been developed, providing that it
brings us out at the same point on the railway, the standard of the access is the same and
that your client bears all costs associated.

To the north of the A41, your main concern was the construction access across parcel
04037as you feel this would delay the development. | have spoken to the engineers about
the possibility of using the track which runs around the edge of the Talisman park and is in
the ownership of West Oxfordshire District Council. The engineers view this as a possibility
however would require the same width of land as shown on the plans being 10m. The
current track between the Talisman fence and Andrew Basson’s land is only approx 4
metres wide, and therefore the contractors would still require a strip of 6 metres of your
clients land. They may be happy to move the track to this proposed location providing that
your client arranges all permissions with the landowner (West Oxfordshire District Council)
and arranges planning permission for this access. There is also the issue of the
environmental impact as the route you are proposing will mean the removal of a long line of
trees and bushes.

| would be happy to propose heads of terms as above to Chiltern if you considered that an
agreement to that effect would lead to the withdrawal of your objections.

I look forward to hearing back from you on this and any other questions which you have on
the proposals. .

Regards,
Peter

Peter Gibbard | Assistant Surveyor

Ardent Property Consultants
— Tel: +44 (0)870 443 9100 | Mobile: +44 (0)7917 341614
: @ § petergibbard @ardent-management.com | www.ardent-management.com

28/10/2010



infrastructure and regeneration

Our Ref: PC/P3.341.2.1/EG3/002
Your Ref: SCP.DF.BASSON

Mr SC Pegram
Challenor and Son
Stratton House
Bath Street
Abingdon
Oxfordshire

0OX14 3LA Dir Tel — 07900 052307
E-mail - paulclarke@ardent-
management.com

3 November 2010

Dear Mr Pegram,

Draft Chiltern Railways (Bicester to Oxford Improvements)Order
Objections No51 and 52 — Andrew Basson /Leda Properties

| refer to your letter dated the 28™ October 2010, addressed to my Colleague Peter Gibbard.

You say in your letter that you think that an alteration can be made to the Order powers once the
application has been made. This is only the case in very exceptional circumstances, as was the
case in relation to Chiltern’s Order Modification at Langford Lane. This alteration to the Order was
unprecedented and only possible because the landowner who will be subject to the amended
powers was in full agreement. The alteration also had to be applied for in good time ahead of the
pre-inquiry meeting. This amendment was also to take powers over a route that was equally as
commodious to Chiltern as the initial route. This is not the situation here.

However, this does not mean that we cannot reach an agreement that may suit both parties. It is
usual that Promoters and Objectors enter into agreements that regulate how certain powers are
operated. Itis a pity that this issue was not raised by you sooner, as time to reach an agreement is
very short, however we should still have time to deal with it before the close of the Inquiry, if the
matter is expedited.

It is not possible to agree absolute arrangements at this stage in the development of both of our
client's schemes. Neither has completed detailed design and neither has certainty of when their
works will take place. Both are subject to consent and your client's scheme is also subject to
market forces. We therefore need an agreement that is contingent upon what actually transpires.

Ardent Management Ltd

P.O Box 3050 . Wokingham
Berkshire . RG40 3YD

t . +44 (0]870 443 9100

f . +44(0]870 443 9101

e . info@ardent-management.com

www.ardent-management.com

Company registered in England, Company No 2608524




Dealing with the issues you have raised in your letter:
Leda land

Chiltern will require a right to use the access at all times and for all purposes. Initially the access
will be used during construction and then for maintenance. Until detailed design is completed
Chiltern will not know what standard of access will be required during construction. If it needs to be
improved to accommodate that use, that will have to be done prior to the work taking place. For
subsequent maintenance a track of the current standard is likely to be adequate.

In any lift and shift arrangement in an agreement, | would expect the parties to agree to consult with
each other and to use reasonable endeavours to reach agreement on a new route. Chiltern would
expect this to be to a similar standard to the access as then existing. If your client's development
was to come first, both could again consult to reach a mutually beneficial arrangement, both parties
acting reasonably.

Basson Land

The alternative access route suggested has significant difficulties for Chiltern. It would be subject
to:

e Planning consent,

e Environmental issues, as it is heavily overgrown,

* It would need to be wide enough for vehicles to pass and for any temporary surfacing and
level increases needed. This would mean that if the route you suggest was used, the track
would still need to use your client’s property for part of its width.

» Temporary bridging of the stream would be at the apex of a bend, making it very much more
difficult and expensive to achieve than on the straight section proposed. This will also no
doubt have environmental issues.

» Owners consent. The revised route you suggest would be of no benefit to West Oxfordshire
District Council, as their access road would still be needed to reach this route.

| fail to see how the blight you suggest will materialise. | presume you are referring to perceived
blight rather than legal blight? In any event, the land within order limits is at the very edge of your
client’s site, so it would not prevent development.

For these reasons the alternative route suggested is not feasible and cannot be considered by
Chiltern.



If an arrangement in respect of the Leda land would be of interest to your client | will draft heads of
terms for your clients and Chilterns considerations.

I look forward to hearing from you.

Yours sincerely,

[l

Paul Clarke
Associate director

cc C Baker ERM
Enc



infrastrusture and regeneration

Our Ref: PCIP3,341.2/EG3/003
Your Ref:

Mr SC Pegram

Challenor and Son

Stratton House

Bath Street

Abingdon

Oxfordshire

OX14 3LA Dir Tel - 07817 341614

E-mail - petergibbard@ardent-
management.com

19" November 2010

Dear Sir,

Draft Chiltern Railways (Bicester to Oxford improvements) Order
Objection number 51852 — Leda & Andrew Basson

1 am writing further to the letter sent from my colleague Paul Clarke on 3" November 2010 sefting
out chiltern position with regards to your land on both sides of the A41. Since this letter was sent we
have received no response from you. | would be grateful if you could let us know whether you wish
to enter into an agreement as proposed by Mr Clarke, with regards to the land owned by Leda
Properties.

If you feel your questions have been adequately answered and you would like to withdraw your
objection to the scheme, you can do so by writing to The Secretary of State for Transport, c/o The
Transport and Works Act Orders Unit, Department for Transport, Zone 1/31, Great Minster House,
76 Marsham Street, London, SW1P 4DR.

If you do have any further questions on this, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Yours sincerely,

o oo

Ardent Management Ltd

Peter Gibbard PO Box 3050 . Wokingham

. Berkshire . RG40 3YD
Assistant Surveyor €. 44 (01850 43 .00
CcC C Baker ERM f . +24 {o|B70 443 9101

e . info@®ardent-management.com




CHALLENOR & SON SOLICITORS

Stratton House, Bath Street,

Abingdon,
Oxfordshire,
0X14 3LA
Peter Gibbard Esq., Telephone:(01235) 520013
Assistant Surveyor Fax: (01235 534311) DX:35856 Abingdon
Ardent Management Ltd °";:; . Y 0:2::3 ) £G3.003
P O Box 3050 o £3.2.EL3.
’ BASSON
Wokingham,
Berkshire
RG403YD
24 November 2010
Dear Mr Gibbard,

Draft Chiltern Railways (Bicester to Oxford improvements) Order
Objection No. 51 and 52 — Andrew Basson / Leda Properties

Thank you for your letter of 19 November. The matter of proceeding with an
Agreement is receiving consideration, but there seems to be something slightly
contradictory in the approach being adopted each side of the A41 Bicester bypass and we
do need to revert to you for some further clarification of the matter of the route across
Mr Basson’s development land adjacent to the Talisman Business Park.

Enclosed herewith an indicative plan showing the red tramlines of the access being
required under the Order. Would you be kind enough to respond to the following points:

1. There is a significant almost right angle turn created by the route chosen to come
in from the neighbouring land of West Oxfordshire District Council.

2. The width of the accessway is some 10 metres, which, with the exception of
getting around a corner such as the one mentioned above, is excessive for the
proposed needs to say the least.

3. Is it the case that the width of the access is to allow some leeway for the radius of
any of these corners or the track across the land itself?

4, In relation to the type of vehicle that you anticipate will be using the access would
it not be possible to narrow things down substantially?

PARTNERS Trevor J Pegram, M.A.(Oxon) Stephen C Pegram
Neville J Pegram, B.A.
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR Mrs Gail E Jones, LL. B Andrew D Gordon, B.A.,

A Firm Regulated by the Solicitors Regulation Authority Service not accepted by fax or e-mail



5. In the same way would it not be possible to make less of an angle coming onto
the site to start with, and to track along the boundary to keep away from the
proposed development which this plan clearly shows will be interfered with?

There was an objection to coming down the already metalled surface of the cycleway
and it was said that the angle of attack of the stream was unsatisfactory but it can also be
seen from this plan that an angle could be taken over Mr Ba§ien’s land without such
impact on the development scheme and which would provide a crossing of the stream of
the type that has been said to be necessary.

The other concern that was expressed by your colleague as well as yourself has been the
effect that widening out the cycleway would have upon the trees and shrubs, but, if need
be, our clients assertion that there will be nothing of a planning difficulty associated with
this and if that aspect may be overcome the proposed alternative would still seem to be
viable or some combination of the two?

What we cannot quite understand is that if having applied for a given route across
Langford Park Farm it seems that a variation of that route is possible to be achieved
under the terms of the Order on the one hand, but having served Notice on West
Oxfordshire District Council in respect of the route that comes across the Talisman
Business Park, the impression is that a variation of the route of the track cannot be
achieved and that a planning application would have to be put in. We are not able to
reconcile these differences and perhaps you can explain?

Yours sincerely,
@ )

Stephen C Pegram
Challenor & Son

ENCS
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If you are interested in entering into an agreement in respect of the Leda Properties’ land in return
for the withdrawal of your objection as previously set out, | will draft heads of terms for your clients’
and Chiltern’s consideration.

| look forward to hearing from you.

Yours sincerely,

/Z/éf Libbad,

Peter Gibbard
Assistant Surveyor

cc C Baker ERM
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