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submitted to the Planning Inspector. You were the only objector but during this process unrelated 
issues were brought up between the Birdland group and the owner of Tagmoor Hollow and 
unfortunately there is considerable animosity between them. It would be good to get this whole area 
sorted out but it will rely on the differing parties working together and consenting to each other 
proposals and at present they seem reluctant to do so. 
Regards. 
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From:   
Sent: 18 September 2017 17:14 
To: @amey.co.uk> 
Subject: HBW26/27 Bourton on the Water 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organisation. Do not click links or open 
attachments unless you recognise the sender and know the content is safe. 

Dear ,  
In reply to your request cor comments, on behalf of the OSS I do not object to the diversion of HBW 
26.  
As you state the definitive line was obstructed many years ago by the erection of the barns. 
At that time the present alternative path was provided by the landowner, signposted by the 
county council and subsequently accepted by the public as a right of way. 
I consider this route to be preferable to that now being proposed, being more direct and the 
least inconvenient line for users unable to access the definitive path. 
It is not overly enclosed or restricted for users and the landowners privacy is largely 
shielded by distance and the existing hedge and shrubbery.  
On my most recent visits I found the gates accessible and would object to stiles as 
limitations. 
If the current proposal were proceeded with, my major argument against will be of the 
unnecessary inconvenience of distance, the wide 'dogleg' required to rejoin the definitive 
route and, particularly, the proposal that it will be enclosed between the existing hedge and 
a new shiplap fence.  
The definitive path was across an open field without restriction or other limitation and, in 
comparison, the proposed path cannot be said to be substantially as convenient! 
Also, as the proposed route appears to be closer to the residence than the 'defacto' diversion, 
I believe there will the temptation for the householder to raise the height of the new fence 
from four to six feet, as is often the case with diverted paths and which your order will not 
prevent! 
Your consultation map shows the adjacent path HBW 27, also obstructed by the barn. A 
previous proposal to rectify this was not proceeded with but if included in the 
current proposals it would provide a continuous link to the existing HBW 26? 
best wishes, 

 

Amey plc is a company registered in England and Wales. Registered Office: The Sherard Building, Edmund 
Halley Road, Oxford OX4 4DQ. Registered Number: 4736639. For particulars of companies within the Amey 
Group, please visit http://www.amey.co.uk/Home/Companyparticulars/tabid/182/Default.aspx.  
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This email and accompanying attachments may contain confidential or privileged information and are for the 
sole use of the intended recipient(s). If you are not the intended recipient, you are notified that any use, 
dissemination, distribution or copying of this email or accompanying attachments is prohibited. If you received 
this email in error, please notify us immediately and delete all copies of this email and accompanying 
attachments. 

Email does not guarantee the confidentiality, completeness or proper receipt of the messages sent and is 
susceptible to alteration. 

Please note that Amey monitors incoming and outgoing emails for compliance with its Security Policies. This 
includes scanning emails for computer viruses. 
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could at some time in the future put in a higher fence but that could be said of many paths. The owner will 
be creating a small paddock for her granddaughters ponies at the rear of the garden so the section from C 
– A will be fenced with post and rail fencing, and probably with pig wire, to prevent dogs from getting in 
with the ponies.  
The overall additional length to the diversion is about 50 metres and we do not consider this to be 
substantially inconvenient, Marshmouth Lane is very quiet and there is only a short stretch to walk before 
getting back on the HBW 27. The previous diversion of HBW 27 has not been formerly abandoned as I 
am still waiting for the Birdland group to decide whether they wish the Order to be submitted to the 
Planning Inspector. You were the only objector but during this process unrelated issues were brought up 
between the Birdland group and the owner of Tagmoor Hollow and unfortunately there is considerable 
animosity between them. It would be good to get this whole area sorted out but it will rely on the differing 
parties working together and consenting to each other proposals and at present they seem reluctant to do 
so. 
Regards. 
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Dear   
In reply to your request cor comments, on behalf of the OSS I do not object to the diversion of HBW 26.  
As you state the definitive line was obstructed many years ago by the erection of the barns. 
At that time the present alternative path was provided by the landowner, signposted by the 
county council and subsequently accepted by the public as a right of way. 
I consider this route to be preferable to that now being proposed, being more direct and the 
least inconvenient line for users unable to access the definitive path. 
It is not overly enclosed or restricted for users and the landowners privacy is largely shielded 
by distance and the existing hedge and shrubbery.  
On my most recent visits I found the gates accessible and would object to stiles as limitations. 
If the current proposal were proceeded with, my major argument against will be of the 
unnecessary inconvenience of distance, the wide 'dogleg' required to rejoin the definitive 
route and, particularly, the proposal that it will be enclosed between the existing hedge and a 
new shiplap fence.  
The definitive path was across an open field without restriction or other limitation and, in 
comparison, the proposed path cannot be said to be substantially as convenient! 
Also, as the proposed route appears to be closer to the residence than the 'defacto' diversion, I 
believe there will the temptation for the householder to raise the height of the new fence from 
four to six feet, as is often the case with diverted paths and which your order will not prevent! 
Your consultation map shows the adjacent path HBW 27, also obstructed by the barn. A 
previous proposal to rectify this was not proceeded with but if included in the 
current proposals it would provide a continuous link to the existing HBW 26? 
best wishes, 
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