
Submission to the Planning Inquiry , CASE REF: APP/U3100/V/23/3326625 

Supplement to Proof of Evidence by C J Hancock  on behalf of Neighbouring Parish 

Councils -Joint commi/ee 

on Noise (topic 6), Air Quality (topic 7),  Design (topic 9) 

HIF1 - DIDCOT TO CULHAM RIVER CROSSING 

ALTERNATIVE ROAD ALIGNMENT AND BRIDGE AT APPLEFORD SIDINGS  

  

1 Appleford’s concerns expressed during consulta>on exercise 2020-2022  

With specific reference to the Appleford Sidings Road Bridge 

In April 2020 Appleford Parish Council (APC)responded to the consulta�on exercise launched by OCC 

on the alterna�ve alignments of a proposed HIF1 road.  The scheme was presented as a decision 

between various provisional loca�ons for a road from Didcot to the A415 (Figure 1). The chosen 

loca�on lay in a corridor between Su+on Courtenay and Appleford. This was further illustrated in a 

sketch “indica�ve plan (Figure 2, por�on south of Appleford). For public use this plan failed to 

indicate the extent of the intrusion of the scheme to dwellings in Appleford, i.e. an elevated road, 

bridging rail sidings.   

  

    . 

 

Responses to the April consulta�on on the Didcot to Culham river crossing, where specific issues 

were raised, indicated a dominant objec�on to the scheme1 equal to 54% of responses.. 

 
1 Page 46 Report to Cabinet 21 July 2020 Didcot Garden Town Housing Infrastructure Fund from Director of 

Growth and Economy 

 

Figure 1. OCC’s diagram of alterna�ve 

routes for the HIF1 road  

Figure 2. OCC sketch of sec�on of 

road running south of Appleford 



 APC objec�ons were:  

 Source of traffic noise and air pollu�on from a road elevated above roof level and within 70-

90 metres of dwellings would be excessive. 

 This will be exacerbated by diverted HGV traffic between the A34, east Oxford and the M40. 

 Road embankments and bridge will be a major visual intrusion to dwellings in Appleford. 

 Loss of woodland immediately north of Appleford level crossing, currently proving a screen 

to industrial ac�vity and a habitat close to Appleford.   

 The road will severe the direct connec�on between Appleford and Su+on Courtenay on the 

B4016. 

For “impacted parish councils” and others, OCC were to undertake “further engagement” to address 

the issues raised.2 

APC an�cipated that the follow-on consulta�on/design phase would examine alignment op�ons 

within the general corridor to establish the best route, taking local impacts on adjacent communi�es 

into account.    

APC arranged 5 consulta�on mee�ng with OCC officers between 24 September 2020 and 14 April 

2021. Throughout this period APC sought ac�on from OCC to assess the road impact and consider 

alterna�ve alignments of the route.  

 In November 2020 APC submi+ed to OCC the conclusion of a survey of Appleford residents 

to reinforce the concerns that the elevated road will be a source of noise, air pollu�on and 

visual intrusion.  

 On 5th January 2021 APC submi+ed a posi�on paper3 to OCC seeking its reasonable concerns 

to be addressed on road noise pollu�on and the evident risk that the road bridge over rail 

tracks will also amplify rail noise towards overlooking dwelling in Appleford. 

 Le+er wri�ng from Appleford residents to OCC Councillors and presenta�ons to Council 

mee�ngs on the road alignment in February, May, November 2021, June 2022.   

 On 16th July 2021 APC submi+ed a pe��on to OCC signed by 92% of all households in 

Appleford, reques�ng a realignment of the elevated road to the viable alterna�ve crossing of 

Appleford sidings 200m further away from Appleford dwellings.4 

 In October 2021 the Neighbouring Parish Councils formed a-Joint Commi+ee to represent 

the views of adjacent parish councils affected by the HIF1 scheme. 

It became clear from successive mee�ngs that OCC had pre-determined  a single route for the  HIF1 

scheme and were not prepared to examine the detailed noise, and  pollu�on implica�ons on 

Appleford and were not prepared to consider alterna�ve realignments to mi�gate the impacts.  APC 

suggested serveral alterna�ve alignments for this sec�on of the road which were summarily 

rejected5 At the mee�ng of 21 January 2021 an OCC officer confirmed that they would not consider 

alterna�ve alignments due to constrains of �ming to scheme comple�on for the funding and by the 

overall budget. 

Ques�ons posed to OCC in March 2021  

from Mr Gregory O’Broin (APC)  to Councillor Yvonne Constance 

 
2 Para 35 Report to Cabinet 21 July 2020 Didcot Garden Town Housing Infrastructure Fund from Director of 

Growth and Economy. 
3 Appleford on Thames posi�on paper 5 January 2021 
4 Appleford on Thames Pe��on report 16 July 2021 
5 Oxfordshire County Council Response to Appleford Parish Councils Posi�on Paper 19-03-2021 



Ques�on 

“When OCC Cabinet approved Scheme C (Didcot to Culham River crossing) in July 2020 was it aware 

of the following impediments to the road alignment The absence of any inves$ga$on of the degree of 

damage to Appleford residents (& their wellbeing), from noise, air quality, & visual impact caused by 

eleva$ng the road above adjacent roof levels?  

Answer 

“High level assessments are conducted to define the preferred op$ons which consider a whole 

mul$tude of factors. The detailed assessment of noise, air quality and visual impact is undertaken as 

part of a planning applica$on. It is not possible or feasible to conduct detailed analysis on all op$ons 

considered. Detailed mi$ga$on requirements, including noise and visual screening, are determined 

through the Environmental Impact Assessment process as part of the planning applica$on.” 

2  Problems of the  alignment at Appleford sidings 

In the absence of illustra�ons from OCC to explain the rela�onship of the proposed road to 

Appleford, the APC prepared illustra�ons to inform residents. Figure 3 shows the embankment and 

road bridge required to cross the private, industrial rail siding at Appleford. At the selected posi�on 

for the road to cross over the sidings track road and rail intersect at an acute angle.  To resolve this 

difficulty OCC propose a concrete tube following the track with the road siIng diagonally on the 

tube. This construc�on lies within 70m of the nearest dwellings in Appleford. It should be noted that 

these dwellings are designated by DEFRA as a Noise Ac�on Plan Important Area due to exis�ng 

adverse main line rail noise. adverse main line rail noise. 

 

Figure 3 OCC HIF1 road proposal adjacent to Appleford 

 



 

 

 

Figure 4 shows the bridge assembly, indica�ng that this incurs the risk of several sources of noise: 

 Road traffic noise over the bridge  

 Train noise from goods wagons shun�ng on the sidings under the bridge  

 Reflected sound from the concrete tunnel and concrete embankment walls from shun�ng 

wagons and passing main line trains 

 Vibra�on within the bridge structure 

This has the poten�al to create a hos�le noise environment, that will add to the noise distress 

already experienced due to industrial ac�vity at Appleford Sidings.  

 

 

Figure 4 View of the bridge over Appleford siding viewed from adjacent dwelling in Appleford.  

 

3 Op>ons for Alterna>ve road alignments at Appleford sidings 

3.1 The Bridge -Figure 5 & 9 

As poten�al  mi�ga�on to these problems APC have proposed a viable alterna�ve to the 

posi�on of the road bridge crossing Appleford Sidings.  Figure 5 shows a sidings bridge crossing 

posi�oned 175m to the  west of OCC’s bridge posi�on . This presents several advantages. 

 The road is further away from dwellings in Appleford, a+enua�ng traffic noise, and air 

pollu�on   

 The offset space created may be used for landscape mounding to provide a noise 

barrier east of the road, and plan�ng to offer a visual screen. 

 The screen of the tree belt along the western edge of the mainline rail could be 

retained 

 The bridge structure crosses perpendicular to the  sidings rail tracks which produces a 

shorter overall span, and a much simpler and less expensive construc�on than the 

HIF1 skewed bridge, angled to the rail track. 



The immediate surroundings of a bridge in this posi�on are shown in figures 9 & 10. 

 

 

 

Figure 5 Alterna�ve posi�on of bridge crossing Appleford sidings 

 

3.2 Approach road to the bridge -  Figure 6 

APC contend that a modified alignment of the road approaching Appleford sidings could be achieved 

with significant benefits to Appleford and the scheme.  Figure 6 shows this alignment. This follows 

the proposed posi�on of the HIF1 branch road (for HGV access to industrial sites) running around the 

south and west of a drainage pond, This branch is shown on the scheme detail reproduced at Figure 

7.  The modified alignment con�nues this branch for a further 250m to meet the alterna�ve bridge 

posi�on. Benefits include; 

 Approximately 400m of HIF1 road is no longer required. 

 The road is kept further away from dwellings in Appleford, reducing noise impact  

 There is no conflict with the drainage pond  and landfill since the modifica�on adopts the 

HIF1 branch alignment to south and west of the pond. 

 The alignment uses road radiuses already exhibited in the HIF1 scheme.  

Further alterna�ve road alignments to meet a reposi�oned bridge have been previously suggested to 

OCC  by APC. Figure 8 shows  an alterna�ve route crossing the corner of the drainage pond  to 

achieve minimum curvature in the road alignment. Both alignments provide viable routes. The 

choice is a balance between the engineering elements of the length of embanked approach to the 

bridge and naviga�ng the route in respect of the pond and landfill.   
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Figure 6 Alterna�ve road posi�on approaching the reposi�oned bridge crossing Appleford Sidings 
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Figure 8  Second alterna�ve alignment of the 

road approaching a reposi�oned bridge over 

Appleford Sidings. 

Figure 7  HIF1 proposed Road alignment  

south of Appleford Sidings. Showing branch 

road around perimeter of drainage pond. 



 

Figure 9.  View of the tracks at Appleford Sidings showing the posi�on of an alterna�ve bridge 

crossing over the tracks. 

 

 

Figure 10.  View if the immediate surroundings of the  alterna�ve bridge posi�on. 

 

  

Alterna>ve bridge posi>on 



Footnotes 

Footnote 1  Page 46 Report to Cabinet 21 July 2020 Didcot Garden Town Housing Infrastructure Fund 

from Director of Growth and Economy 

 

 

Footnote 2:  Para 35 Report to Cabinet 21 July 2020 Didcot Garden Town Housing Infrastructure Fund 

from Director of Growth and Economy. 

“Responses to many of these objec$ons and queries are provided in the Frequently Asked Ques$ons document, 

which can be found in the consulta$on materials within Annex 2. The responses to the consulta$on are set out 

in the spreadsheet and PDF embedded in Annex 3. In many cases, such as with local stakeholders, impacted 

landowners, parish councils, and other organisa$ons, further engagement will be undertaken, where 

appropriate, to address the issues raised directly with the respondents.” 

 

 

Footnote 3  Appleford on Thames posi�on paper 5 January 2021  (Extract) 

 

  



Footnote 4 Appleford on Thames Pe��on report 16 July 2021  (Extract) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Footnote 5 Oxfordshire County Council Response to Appleford Parish Councils Posi�on Paper 19-03-

2021 (extract) 

 

 

 


