From: 
Sue Marchand  

Sent:
13 March 2013 15:47

To:
Rebecca Horley

Cc:
Sarah Aldous (Footpaths)

Subject:
Rights of Way -13/00001/SCOP - Land Between Birmingham London Rail Line And Gavray Drive Bicester

Rebecca

This scoping opinion potentially affects Bicester Footpath Nos 3, 4 and 16.  

If an application is made, it should take into account Policy R4 of the adopted Cherwell Local Plan which states “The Council will safeguard the existing public rights of way network. Development over public footpaths will not normally be permitted.”  Policy R4 of the non-statutory Local Plan states “The Council will safeguard and, where possible, enhance the existing public rights of way network.  Development over public rights of way will not be permitted unless a suitable diversion can be secured which will not prejudice public rights”.

The application should include a rights of way statement that clearly explains how the existing routes of the three footpaths identified above will be maintained and taken into account within the layout either through open space or on dedicated paths which are suitably landscaped. 

Kevin has prepared the following guidance. A rights of way statement should include -

· The reference number of the path (from the definitive map & statement)

· Confirmation that the line of the path shown on the application plans is in accordance with the line shown on the definitive map.

· Description of the right of way through the site  as existing

· The effect that proposed development will have on the right of way (physically and in terms of amenity & safety)

If the path is to be retained on the existing line:

· Measures to be taken during construction to ensure the safety & free passage of users of the rght of way

· Proposed mitigation or improvement measures for the right of way in the new scheme 

If the path needs to be diverted to accommodate the new scheme:

· Justify the need for a diversion (i.e. why can't the scheme be designed to accommodate the existing definitive line & what alternatives have been considered)

· Describe and justify the proposed alternative (diverted) route.

Sue Marchand

Biodiversity and Countryside Officer

