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Mike Hart

Subject: Doc 4 B - Annex B. “Correspondence with Local Horse riders representative”.

From: David Gillett [mailto:david.gillett@davg.co.uk]  
Sent: 13 November 2014 22:23 
To: 'Tamara Strapp' <tamara@buckland360.co.uk>; 'Matthew Harper' <Matthew.Harper@eastsussex.gov.uk> 
Cc: 'Gardner Crawley (DS)' <gardner.crawley@dalsterling.com>; 'Mike Hart' <mikehart@railwaywheelset.co.uk> 
Subject: RE: Bridleway crossing 
 
Hi Tamara, 
 
Thank you for your time and suggestions when we met last Friday, and for  your e-mail with details of the gate 
catches. 
 
We are revising the drawing of the bridleway crossing to take account of our discussions and your suggestions, and I 
will forward it to you and Matthew shortly to check that you are content. 
The areas we agreed it would be good to amend are 

1. The fencing and surfacing within the railway side of the gate should be 1m wider on the catch side. 
2. We would utilise the gate catch you suggested as detailed in your e-mail below. 
3. There will be “stepped” mounting blocks at each side of the crossing, on the LHS going towards the gate. 
4. The gate size proposed on the present drawing was fine. 
5. The gates should not be self or hydraulic closing. 
6. The new surfacing should extend at least 50m from the gates, so that the horses do not experience a change 

of surfacing as they pass through the gates. 
As requested, I attach a copy of the Office of the Rail Regulator (ORR) guide to level crossing  designs. Their address 
and contact details are at the end of the guide. 
If on reflection, you think of any further points, do feel free to contact me, and once again, many thanks for your 
help and suggestions. 
Kind regards 
David 
RVR/TWA Project Manager 
 
 
From: tamarastrapp@gmail.com [mailto:tamarastrapp@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Tamara Strapp 
Sent: 09 November 2014 21:08 
To: David Gillett; Matthew Harper 
Subject: Bridleway gate catches 
 
Hi 
These are by far the best gate catches I have come across. The gate can open both ways and there is nothing 
on the gate itself to get caught on! They are also cheap!! 
http://www.gatecatch.com/ 
 
 
--  

Best wishes 

Tamara Strapp 

Buckland360  
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...growing better businesses 

 (O) 01580 881 291 (M) 07973 147822 

tamara@buckland360.co.uk 

Russet Farm, Redlands Lane, Robertsbridge, East Sussex TN32 5NG 
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Mike Hart

Subject: Doc 4 C1 Annex C Corres Dist Council RVR ESCC Rights of way. 

From: David Gillett [mailto:david.gillett@davg.co.uk]  
Sent: 23 September 2014 10:43 
To: 'Matthew Harper' <Matthew.Harper@eastsussex.gov.uk> 
Cc: 'gardner.crawley@btinternet.com' <gardner.crawley@btinternet.com>; 'Chloe Rowling' 
<Chloe.Rowling@eastsussex.gov.uk>; 'Mike Hart' <mikehart@railwaywheelset.co.uk> 
Subject: RE: Rother Valley Railway. Planning Application.  
 
Dear Matthew, 
 
Thank you for your helpful e-mail below. 
 
We have met with some members of local horse riding groups who have made a number of suggestions on the 
bridleway crossing, but I don’t think that they included representatives from the HWGB. 
 
The Office of the Rail Regulator  (ORR) is now taking a firm stand on any new railway crossings, requiring that they 
are gated. That said, I am sure that in discussion with yourself and the HWGB we can find a design that is 
satisfactory for all parties. The BHS guidance that you forwarded was quite clear on what is required and we would 
have no difficulty in providing these (as well as “mounting steps” either side if it was considered these would be 
helpful). 
 
If possible, it would be good to meet with both yourself and the HWGB representatives at the same time, and if they 
have a drawing of the type of gate they would prefer, that would be most helpful. 
 
I could make a meeting next week Wednesday, Thursday or Friday mornings after 10am if any of those dates were 
convenient for you, and we could run through the footpath options at the same time. 
 
I will give you a ring later this week to discuss your thoughts. 
 
Kind regards 
 
David 
RVR/TWA Project Manager  
M 07802 340147 

From: Matthew Harper [mailto:Matthew.Harper@eastsussex.gov.uk]  
Sent: 17 September 2014 14:46 
To: 'david.gillett@davg.co.uk' 
Cc: 'gardner.crawley@btinternet.com'; Chloe Rowling 
Subject: FW: Rother Valley Railway. Planning Application.  
 
  
Dear David, 
  
Thank you for your e-mail. 
  
Further discussions on the proposals for both paths are needed I think.   I am sure it would be helpful to you if I 
expand on my concerns. 
  
With regard to the bridleway crossing, although I note your point regarding the crossings on the Welsh Highland 
Railway we will need to look at this from the point of view of what provision should be made for the bridleway rather 
than what is tolerated on other routes. 
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Bridleway 36 and the connecting bridleway comprise a significant length of gate free riding, which is rare in the Rother 
area as it is particularly poorly served by bridleways.    A gated crossing would represent an unwelcome addition for 
riders and other users, however it is designed. 
  
Assuming the RVR does not have the same powers at Network Rail in respect of the installation of furniture at 
crossings, any gates would presumably therefore need to be authorised by ESCC under its powers within the 
Highways Act 1980.    As such we would need to be convinced the gates were needed for safety.  It would be helpful 
to know what consideration has been given to other options.  For example,  an open crossing with gates across the 
line rather than across the bridleway.  Given the infrequent activity on the line it seems reasonable to start from that 
position at least. 
  
I have attached BHS guidance, which makes recommendations on things such as manoeuvring space, latches, and 
self-closing mechanisms.  We would be looking to adhere to the BHS’ standards as far as possible if gates were 
installed.    
  
I would also recommend that the bridleway proposals are discussed with local riders.  The High Weald Bridleways 
Group being probably the best point of contact in that area.  I would be happy to approach the HWBG to identify an 
appropriate local representative.  Any input from the HWBG will inevitably assist us in our assessment. 
  
Regarding the footpath proposals, it is difficult to make a complete assessment on the basis of the drawing but I 
would question whether it is realistic to route the footpath under the bridge at below bank level.  It is a flood plain of 
course.  I would have thought an at grade open crossing ought to be safe, particularly given the proximity to the A21 
crossing.  These still exist on main line routes of course. 
 
I am based at our Heathfield Offices and suggest a meeting here initially to look at the options.  Please by all means 
call me on the number below to arrange a day/time. 
 
Kind regards 
 
Matthew  
  
  
Matthew Harper 
Senior Rights of Way Officer 
East Sussex County Council 
Tel: 01273 335227 / 0345 6080193 
  
 

From: David Gillett [mailto:david.gillett@davg.co.uk]  
Sent: 16 September 2014 20:47 
To: Matthew Harper 
Cc: Chloe Rowling; 'GARDNER CRAWLEY' 
Subject: Rother Valley Railway. Planning Application.  

Dear Matthew, 
 
Mark Cathcart at RDC has forwarded to us a copy of your letter of 15th August concerning the footpath and 
bridleway crossings in the above application. 
 
We would appreciate the opportunity to discuss any concerns you have with the design of the bridleway crossing 
(36) and will be happy to incorporate any suggestions you feel are appropriate to help ensure that equestrians are 
not caused any undue difficulty. (The design we proposed is in use on the Welsh Highland Railway and has not to 
our knowledge caused any difficulty to equestrians.) 
 
We had two alternatives for footpath crossing 31, (a) going up and over the railway, and (b) going under an adjacent 
new bridge. When I met with Chloe on site last October we thought we would probably go over the railway. On 
reflection, we think it will be safer and more convenient for users, for the footpath to go under the adjacent bridge. I 
attach a drawing of the proposal. We would of course handle the slight diversion necessary under the appropriate 
planning mechanisms.  
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We would be happy to either meet on site, or to call in your office to discuss as necessary. 
 
Perhaps I could give you, or one of your colleagues, a ring early next week to arrange a convenient time and place. 
 
Kind regards 
 
David Gillett 
RVR/TWA Project Manager 
Tel 07802 340147  

 
This message is intended for the use of the addressee only and may 
contain confidential or privileged information. If you have received it in 
error please notify the sender and destroy it. You may not use it or copy 
it to anyone else. 

E-mail is not a secure communications medium. Please be aware of this 
when replying. All communications sent to or from the County Council  
may be subject to recording and/or monitoring in accordance with  
relevant legislation. 

Although East Sussex County Council has taken steps to ensure that this 
e-mail and any attachments are virus free, we can take no responsibility 
if a virus is actually present and you are advised to ensure that the 
appropriate checks are made. 

You can visit our website at http://www.eastsussex.gov.uk 
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Mike Hart

Subject: Doc 4 E Annex E Correspondence Horse Society Representative

From: David Gillett [mailto:david.gillett@davg.co.uk]  
Sent: 10 May 2018 11:16 
To: 'Sarah Rayfield' <sarah.rayfield@bhs.org.uk> 
Cc: 'Gardner Crawley' <Gardner.Crawley@dalsterling.com> 
Subject: RE: Rother Valley Railway TWAO documentation. 
 
Dear Sarah, 
Thank you for your e-mail below. 
We of course follow ORR guidelines on all our railway work. Once the final designs are close to completion, we will 
of course share them with you. 
Kind regards 
David 
RVR/TWAO Project Manager   
 

From: Sarah Rayfield [mailto:sarah.rayfield@bhs.org.uk]  
Sent: 09 May 2018 13:12 
To: David Gillett <david.gillett@davg.co.uk> 
Subject: Rother Valley Railway TWAO documentation. 
 
 

Dear David 
  
Further to your email earlier this year, I have received and looked at the documentation included on the disc.  Time 
constraints mean it has not been possible to read every page of the hundreds of pages included so I hope you will 
forgive me if I state anything as being required that has already been confirmed as being undertaken.  If these 
comments should be passed on to any other individual or organisation, please do let me know. 
  
My understanding is that one bridleway is affected by the reconstruction of this railway, namely, Salehurst & 
Robertsbridge 36b and c. 
  
To confirm, The British Horse Society would expect that the guidelines published by ORR in connection with 
crossings at grade for bridleways and footpaths be followed which include but are not limited to: 
  

17. Gates or stiles normally protect these crossings. Gates should be self-closing without any latches and should 
open away from the railway. It is essential to provide the same facility at each side of the crossing (i.e. gates 
and stiles are not intermixed at one crossing, and both gates must be of the same width) so that users do 
not become trapped on the crossing. Miniature red stop and green lights or other active indication of an 
approaching train may be provided where sighting distance is limited, audible warnings may be provided at 
the crossing and, as a last resort, whistle boards provided to give further warning of an approaching train. 

18. It should be possible for horse riders to open gates on bridleway crossings without dismounting, unless 
there is a risk of contact with overhead power lines.” 

Needless to say that stiles cannot be used on a bridleway. 

  

The surface should also be considered  
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 Furthermore, The British Horse Society recommendations for level crossings should also be used.   

SPECIFICATIONS  

User operated bridle gates at level crossings and side gates on vehicular routes MUST:  

• only open away from the track so users don’t walk blithely into a different, potentially dangerous, 
environment and so that users spend as little time as possible on the track  

• NOT have a catch that has to be operated by the user as this delays users getting off the track NB Catch-
less gates can be opened in a straight line without the turning on the line side that would be needed to 
operate a catch  

• have a clear width of at least 1.5m between the gate posts to comply with the law on bridleway gates 

Such gates will also need to:  

• be gently self-closing against the clap-post so that the long body of the horse has time to get through 
before the gate catches it  

• stay shut in all conditions of wind and gravity so the next user realises they are entering a different, 
potentially unsafe, environment+. This should be achieved mainly via the hinge mechanism but catches, 
such as magnets, that do not need operating can help, provided they are not too strong for an elderly or 
child rider to counteract easily from horseback. Weights are NOT acceptable as a closing mechanism as the 
horse can balk at or get caught in these and delay leaving or getting on to the track 

• have 1.8m clear space for the horse’s head and neck beyond the clap-post above any gate/fenceline so the 
swing of its head/neck is not impeded. There should be no handle sticking up from the gate  

• have 4m of manoeuvring space outside the gate clear of obstructions to allow the horse to move as its 
rider pulls the gate open and turns to go through it. This should include enough room beyond the hinge for 
the horse to approach the hinge end of the gate and turn to stand parallel to it with the rider next to the 
clap-post, ready to pull the gate open  

If the recommendations regarding manoeuvring space and obstructions cannot be achieved due to site limitations, 
someone from The British Horse Society or an affiliated bridleways group with experience in advising on path 
furniture for equestrians should be asked to visit the site. A catch-less gate may need less manoeuvring space 
beyond the clapper post than is required for a gate with a catch. 

The full details may be seen on the attached link: 

http://www.bhs.org.uk/~/media/bhs/files/pdf-documents/access-leaflets/level-crossings.ashx?la=en 

Any temporary stopping up of the bridleway during reconstruction should be clearly signposted at either end of the 
bridleway to avoid the need for a user to turn back. 
  
+Finally, when the railway line is not in use, the gates should be tied back to allow users of the bridleway to proceed 
without unnecessary obstruction. 
  
With thanks for arranging for this information to be sent through to me. 
  
Kind regards 
Sarah 
  

Sarah Rayfield 
Access Field Officer, London & South East 
 
The British Horse Society 
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Abbey Park, Stareton, Kenilworth 
Warwickshire  CV8 2XZ 

Telephone: 02476 840713 Mob:07971059262 

Email: sarah.rayfield@bhs.org.uk 

Website: www.bhs.org.uk   
  
  
 

Sarah Rayfield 
Access Field Officer, London & South East 
 
The British Horse Society 
 
Abbey Park, Stareton, Kenilworth 
Warwickshire  CV8 2XZ 

Telephone: 02476 840713 

Email: sarah.rayfield@bhs.org.uk  

Website: www.bhs.org.uk   

Please support our programme Changing Lives through Horses. 
 
Donate today to help transform a young person’s life. Please consider making a donation, visit:  
www.changinglivesthroughhorses.org.uk or text 'CLTH65 £5' to 70070 to start changing someone's life. 
Thank you 

 

This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or individuals to whom it is addressed. Any 
views or opinions presented are solely those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of The British 
Horse Society or associated companies. If you are not the intended recipient be advised that you have received this 
email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing or copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you 
have received this email in error please contact the sender. The British Horse Society is an Appointed Representative 
of South Essex Insurance Brokers Ltd, who are authorised and regulated by the Financial Services Authority. 
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IN ASSOCIATION WITH THE KENT & EAST SUSSEX RAILWAY 

ROBERTSBRIDGE (RVR) JUNCTION STATION, STATION ROAD, 

ROBERTSBRIDGE, EAST SUSSEX. TN32 5DG 
www.rvr.org.uk 

 

 

 

Rother Valley Railway - Annex G. Bridleway Crossing, Risk 

Assessment 

 

 

 

 

Bridleway Safety Management Arrangements including  

5 x 5 Risk Assessment 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.rvr.org.uk/
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Hazards and possible 
causes identified 

Potential Risk or 
consequences 
associated with the 
Hazard 

S L RF Control Measures S L RF 

Regular users are more 
likely to undertake risk 
taking behaviour at 
crossings with a low 
frequency of trains. 

The regularity of trains 
is a risk factor for 
crossing users, due to 
"the rarity of them 
encountering a train 
and the reduced 
vigilance that they 
might therefore 
demonstrate in 
crossing". 
 
Accidents at are 
associated with lines 
that have low 
frequencies of trains. 

5 2 10 The introduction of an 
audible alarm to provide a 
cue to users that a train is 
approaching. RVR intend 
to use the most relevant 
up to date safety 
equipment i.e. Meerkat or 
Convec. 

5 1 5 

Regular users and those 
living close to level 
crossings are more likely 
to undertake risk taking 
behaviour when using the 
crossing. 

Potential behaviour 
traits of frequent users 
might include: 
 
Expectation by the user 
that there will not be 
any trains in the area. 
Familiar users apply 
prior knowledge of train 
times / frequencies. 
User believes he / she 
has enough time to 
beat the train. 
User has a low level of 
concentration and is 
easily distracted. 
User does not look in 
both directions. 
User has low 
perception of risk. 
User thinks he / she 
understands procedure 
without reading 
instructions 
User unaware of risks 
to subsequent users. 
User assumes that the 
train is stopping at the 
station (based on prior 
experience) and 
chooses to cross in 
front of the train. 

5 2 10 The introduction of an 
audible alarm to provide a 
cue to users that a train is 
approaching. RVR intend 
to use the most relevant 
up to date safety 
equipment i.e. Meerkat or 
Convec. 
 
Use of level crossings is 
primarily covered in Local 
Training Plans to cover; 
 
Hazards associated with 
the crossing, 
How to make decisions 
about whether requests to 
cross can be granted. 
how to check whether a 
crossing is clear. 
 
 

5 1 5 

Low train speeds might 
increase the risk-taking 
behaviour of users 

It has been established 
that users might 
perceive the crossing to 
be safer to cross when 
trains are moving more 
slowly. This might result 
in them behaving less 
cautiously e.g. by 

5 3 15 The introduction of an 
audible alarm to provide a 
cue to users that a train is 
approaching. RVR intend 
to use the most relevant 
up to date safety 
equipment i.e. Meerkat or 
Convec. 

5 1 5 
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crossing while a train is 
in view, crossing more 
slowly, or checking the 
line less often while 
crossing.  

 
Eyes watching signs to 
encourage users to 
behave safely e.g. put 
dogs on leads, close gates 
etc. 
 
Education Awareness 

Young children who are 
not old enough to 
understand safe crossing 
procedure might cross 
unsafely. 

Young children might 
not fully understand the 
risks associated with 
level crossings or the 
correct crossing 
procedure and 
therefore traverse in an 
unsafe manner. This 
issue might be 
particularly prevalent in 
locations where it is 
likely that 
unaccompanied 
children use the 
crossing, such as near 
residential areas, 
schools, playgrounds 
and youth clubs. 

5 3 15 The introduction of an 
audible alarm to provide a 
cue to users that a train is 
approaching. RVR intend 
to use the most relevant 
up to date safety 
equipment i.e. Meerkat or 
Convec. 
 
Use of level crossings is 
primarily covered in Local 
Training Plans to cover; 
 
Hazards associated with 
the crossing, 
How to make decisions 
about whether requests to 
cross can be granted. 
how to check whether a 
crossing is clear. 
 
Ensure signage is 
appropriate for the status 
and specific risks at, and 
on the approaches to, a 
crossing. 
 
Education Campaign. 

5 1 5 

Errors by crossing users 
might increase at 
crossings without warning 
signs or lights in the hours 
of darkness. 

Poor lighting conditions 
at and around the 
crossing can affect a 
user's behaviour in 
several ways: 
 
Failure to see the 
crossing / crossing 
equipment and signs. 
Deviation from the 
crossing  
Inability to read 
crossing instructions. 
Misjudgement of train 
speed. 

5 2 10 The introduction of an 
audible alarm to provide a 
cue to users that a train is 
approaching. RVR intend 
to use the most relevant 
up to date safety 
equipment i.e. Meerkat or 
Convec. 
 
Use of level crossings is 
primarily covered in Local 
Training Plans to cover; 
 
Hazards associated with 
the crossing, 
How to make decisions 
about whether requests to 
cross can be granted. 
how to check whether a 
crossing is clear. 
 
Ensure signage is 

5 1 5 
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appropriate for the status 
and specific risks at, and 
on the approaches to, a 
crossing. 
 
Education Campaign. 

The visibility (and hence 
effectiveness) of 
information on the 
approach to and at the 
crossing is reduced by 
overgrown foliage. 

Overgrown foliage on 
the approach to a level 
crossing can obscure 
signs at the crossing, 
and also restrict the 
visibility of approaching 
trains. This could result 
in the user either not 
seeing the sign or train 
(complete or partial) or 
the user not seeing the 
sign or train in time to 
sufficiently interpret the 
information and 
respond appropriately. 

5 3 15 Foliage Management 
System in place. 
 
The introduction of an 
audible alarm to provide a 
cue to users that a train is 
approaching. RVR intend 
to use the most relevant 
up to date safety 
equipment i.e. Meerkat or 
Convec. 
 
 

5 1 5 

An uneven and/or slippery 
crossing surface might 
present a potential hazard 
to those using the 
crossing. 

Poor surfaces might 
present particular 
problems for cyclists 
(especially those 
wearing cycling shoes 
with slippery soles), 
horse riders, mobility 
scooter users, 
wheelchair users, the 
elderly, visually or 
physically impaired 
crossing users, and 
users with 
encumbrances such as 
luggage or pushchairs. 
The crossing surface 
might also present a 
hazard to road vehicles 
in general as well as a 
hazard to trains. 
 
Reasons for 
uneven/slippery 
crossing surfaces 
include: 
 
Missing, partial, worn or 
damaged crossing deck 
Poor decking panel 
alignment / position on 
skewed crossing 
Wet or icy weather 
conditions 
Uneven ballast 
distribution 

3 3 9 Foliage Management 
System in place which 
ensures that all crossing 
surfaces are maintained, 
including the approach to 
the crossing, not just the 
area between the gates 
and signs. 
 
Th Bridleway will allow 
sufficient space to provide 
a position of safety 
before/after the crossing 
for all users. 
 
Additionally, ensuring that 
the Bridleway crossing 
surface is profiled as the 
user moves through the 
entrance/exit to reduce the 
risk of slips, trips and fall 
thus preventing risk of 
personal injury. 

3 2 6 
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Footpath crossings (including at stations) and bridleway crossings. 

ORR provide guidance for all users of footpath and bridleway crossings as described within appendix 1 

below, additional information can be found in ORR publication, Level crossings: a guide for managers, 

designers and operators. 

There is only one bridleway crossing, located at Salehurst; see plan below. 

RVR will apply all relevant safety measures outlined below, as a minimum, to each bridleway crossing, 

Additionally, RVR will consider installation of the latest technological solutions to further enhance safety at 

bridleway crossings, for example,  

Covtec System 

The Powelectrics remote condition monitoring telemetry has been incorporated into a warning system as 

part of Network Rail’s Railway Upgrade Plan to provide a safer and more reliable railway. 

Covtec are specialists, who design, install, operate and maintain surveillance systems for customers ranging 

from police forces and local councils to large infrastructure operators, such as Network Rail. For this project, 

they installed solar powered units at level crossings. These reproduce the sound of a train horn and are 

triggered automatically as a train approaches, providing a secondary warning in case someone at the 

crossing has not heard the train horn. 

These new audible warning units are solar powered and don’t require a lot of maintenance, so they are a 

practical and efficient way to improve safety at footpath level crossings.” 

There are currently over 170 sites with this safety kit installed. In Kent, the system has been newly-installed 

at footpath level crossings in Tankerton, Lenham, Whitstable and Aylesford where the user is required to 

stop, look and listen for a train before crossing. 

In Sussex, the system has been installed at footpath level crossings in Pulborough and Rustington in West 

Susssex and Rye in East Sussex. 

RVR are committed to ensuring that everyone who lives or works near the railway are safe, which is why 

we’re researching a variety of projects to improve level crossing safety as part of our Railway development 

Plan. 

Meerkat System 

Costain are currently developing an enhanced warning technology system called Meerkat to reduce the 

number of incidents at passive footpath and bridleway level crossings across Britain. 

The new warning devices will detect an oncoming train and provide an audible and visible warning to alert 

users which will have a significant impact on public safety at level crossings. 
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The the first units are set to be installed within the next 12 months, with the technology due to be rolled out 

at sites across Britain over the next five years.  RVR are monitoring the program to ensure we install the 

safest solution for their bridleway crossings. 

General description 

bridleways are those which: 

➢ are shown on definitive maps and statements maintained under Part III of the Wildlife and 

Countryside Act 1981; or 

➢ have come into being following public path creation agreements or public path creation orders 

under Part III of the Highways Act 1980; or 

➢ otherwise exist as either public or private rights of way. 

 

Users are expected to use reasonable vigilance to satisfy themselves that no trains are approaching before 

they start to cross the line. They should cross quickly and remain alert whilst crossing. Users should have 

sufficient time from first seeing, or being warned of, an approaching train to cross safely. 

Footpath crossings should be protected by a stile or self-closing wicket gate on both sides of the railway. 

They should not have a gate on one side and a stile on the other, nor different widths or types of gates. Stiles 

and kissing gates may not be appropriate at crossings where the use of bicycles, pushchairs, wheelchairs, etc. 

is foreseeable.  

Bridleway crossings should be protected by a self-closing wicket gate on both sides of the railway. 

Unless required to dismount, it should be possible for a mounted horse rider to open the gates without 

dismounting. 

Riders may be required to dismount because of the presence of overhead live conductors. 

Otherwise, assume that horse riders will remain mounted while crossing. Make allowances for young or 

inexperienced riders to lead their mounts. Consider whether cyclists use the crossing. Where appropriate, 

take measures to encourage cyclists to dismount. 

RVR will provide mounting blocks on each side of the crossing. 

At bridleway crossings, the gate should be at the decision point. Where this is not practicable, there should 

be sufficient space to allow a person on horseback to make a decision from a place of safety. 

A sign explaining how to cross safely should be displayed at the decision point on each side of the crossing.   

Appropriate instructions to the users must be provided at appropriate points. 

The minimum width between fences guiding users to the decision point or safe waiting area should be 1m 

for footpath crossings. For bridleway crossings the minimum width should be 3m. These widths may need to 

be increased depending on user requirements. 
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Care should be taken not to provide misleading displays to crossing users. Where, for instance, miniature 

stop lights are provided on one part of a multiple track crossing, they should be provided on all parts of the 

crossing. 

At a user worked crossing which is subject to additional footpath or bridleway crossing rights, stiles or 

separate gates for use by the pedestrians or riders should be provided. Vehicular gates may be locked shut 

and restricted to authorised private usage. 

Method of operation 

The warning time should be greater than the time required by users to cross between the decision points at 

either end of a crossing. In assessing how quickly users will cross, take account of the mobility of likely users 

and the type of crossing surface. 

As a guide, a walking speed of 1.2 metres per second (m/s) may be used where the surface is level and close 

to rail level. In other cases, 1 m/s may be more appropriate. Increase the calculated time to cross to take 

account of foreseeable circumstances such as impaired mobility of users, numbers of pushchairs and bicycles 

or where there is a slope or step up from the decision point. 

Where the warning time is insufficient, additional protective equipment should be provided and may 

include: 

➢ miniature stop lights, 

➢ telephones provided on both sides of the crossing and connected to a supervising point, which is 

always open when the railway line is open; or 

➢ audible warnings of trains (preferably generated at the crossing itself). Where train speeds are low 

and the service infrequent, whistle boards positioned not more than 400 m from the crossing may 

help give warning of a train’s approach. 

Where whistle boards are considered, take account of: 

➢ the speed of sound (330 m/s) and the speed of the train; 

➢ the possibility that train drivers will not sound the horn, especially at certain times of the day or 

night; 

➢ the possibility that train horns may be inaudible at the crossing because of background noise; and 

➢ the possible impact of train horn noise on nearby residents. 

➢ Where whistle boards are provided, they are normally required on all railway approaches. The time 

between first hearing a horn and arrival of a train should be the same for trains travelling in either 

direction 
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