


2. The Highway Code states horses should be passed at a maximum of 10mph and minimum distance of
2m.  The trains will be approximately 5m away and travelling at speeds of up to 100mph (may be faster in
the future).  Drivers of road vehicles can react to a situation - eg stop, turn off engine etc.  Train drivers will
not be able to. 

3. Health and Safety
As the current chair of a Riding Club and a past leader of the Pony Club, (who has taken numerous riders
on many long distance mounted expeditions over 25 or more years), I now have to complete a Risk
Assessment before doing so. If a risk assessment had to be produced before taking a group of riders along
that route, it simply would be deemed too dangerous and not be possible.  How can this therefore be an
acceptable route?
When organising events involving horses and members of the public it is always best practice to separate
the two as much as possible.  For example, there are horse walkways, where the general public are not
allowed. In the proposed route all users will be together.

4. The other Key Benefits state these will include increased frequency of both freight and passenger trains.
 This would make it increasingly likely, in some circumstances inevitable, that a train would be encountered
whilst riding alongside the track.

Network Rail’s Consultation Process 
I believe the consultation process to be flawed for the following reasons: 
 
1. There was no attempt to engage with the riding community – when a bridleway is being diverted.  This
could very easily have achieved done via local Riding Clubs, Pony Clubs and asking the BHS (British
Horse Society) to inform their local members.   The BHS was only brought in by local members.

2.The schematic diagram in the NR published leaflet is inaccurate.  It indicates a simple mirror image of the
existing and the proposed routes.  In fact the existing path is a whole field away, whereas the proposed
route is adjacent.  This is misleading.  If anyone has responded to the survey accepting the proposed
changes based on the information given in the leaflet, without knowing the actual topography, then surely
that invalidates the consultation process? 
 
Reporting of the Consultation Process 
This is inaccurate in various ways:
There is no mention of any other possible route for the bridleway.  On 20/7/23 there was a meeting of
Tackley Estate, Network Rail and Oxfordshire County Council (Public Rights of Way), discussing the
‘Western In-Field Route’. This does not feature in the report, let alone any costings or more detail. 
OCC PROW team are not mentioned anywhere in the report I believe.  They have an essential part to play
in the diversion of any bridleway. 
 
Other options for the crossing are simply not mentioned, let alone in any detail.  Why not?

Please, when making the final decision on the route of the bridlepath, take my opinion into account. The
safety of future generations of horse riders depends on the correct decision being made now.  

Sue Eeley






