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Dear Stas
New Bridge, Northmoor, Oxfordshire

Following our meeting on 9 May, and receipt of various details relating to the above
site, | took the matter to our Important Applications Review (IAR) on 12 June.

As we discussed on 9 May, there are essentially two areas where you are seeking
our views, which are separate, but obviously linked. The first relates to the possibility
of strengthening the existing New Bridge, a scheduled monument, in order to achieve
a full-strength crossing of the Thames at this location. The second relates to the
potential construction of an entirely new crossing some 200 m upstream of the New
Bridge.

With respect to the first matter, | received very shortly before the IAR some proposals
for strengthening the bridge. We did not have an opportunity to look at these in detail,
but it did appear to us that all would involve either some intervention into the fabric of
the bridge, or some addition to it. In terms of the special interest of the monument
which it is desirable to retain, any techniques which might detract from its
architectural interest would clearly be unacceptable, and if | understand the details
correctly the 'in-situ sprayed/formed concrete lining' would give a result which would
be cleariy visible and which would detract from the appearance of the bridge. Some
of the other techniques might not have an impact upon the architectural interest, as
they would be largely invisible, but would impact upon the archaeological interest in
the sense that fabric of the structure would either be removed or disturbed. National
guidance states that fabric should be retained in situ. Our view would depend on the
extent of intervention proposed, and the details you have supplied to date do not
allow an accurate assessment of this and | suspect further investigation would be
needed before this could be addressed.

With respect to the second matter, the construction of a new bridge here would have
no direct impact upon the fabric of the monument, but it would have an impact upcn
its setting, and we considered this at the IAR. | should say that we only considered
the impact of the location shown in your photomontage (i.e. about 200m upstream),
but our views here would be essentially the same in any of the four locations you
have considered.

While the new bridge might have an impact upon the setting of the monument, it
does not necessarily follow that that impact would be detrimental. Setting is
sometimes a difficult area to address, but the following points can be made. In terms
of the functional setting of the monument, that is, its functional association with other
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elements in the landscape which we might want to retain, we felt that its relationships
with the river itself and perhaps with the two public houses at either end were
significant, and the new bridge would not detract from those. The specific location of
the monument is of interest, immediately below the confluence with the Windrush,
but appreciation of that would be unaffected. The rural character of the location of the
monument might be affected, but this is not part of its special interest as a historic
asset, and is simply a result of the need to cross the river at this point. Similar
scheduled bridges exist in urban contexts in Oxfordshire. In summary, we did not feel
that the proposed new bridge would detract from the special interest of the setting of
the monument.

We then considered which of the two proposals might on balance be preferred. As
shown above, we do not have sufficient information to say whether the proposed
strengthening would be unacceptable, but it would seem to involve some impact on
the monument, whereas the new bridge option would not have a detrimental impact
on the setting. What we felt also weighed heavily here was the fact that the public
appreciation of the current bridge was rather restricted by the current traffic on it, and
that the new bridge option would altow the historic asset to be appreciated. In
addition, removal of traffic from the monument would prevent the ongoing minor
damage which it has suffered over the years from vehicle collision. Overall, we felt
that the new bridge option would be preferable.

Finally, you also asked what sort of new bridge might be preferred, indicating that the
options might be broadly classified as traditional, modern and “landmark’. In very
general terms, we could see no particular reason why a traditional design might be
preferred. We felt that a modern design might be best, as a 'landmark’ design risked
detracting from its older neighbour, but that the modern design should respect its
context, perhaps through the materials used. | understand that you are at an early
stage of consideration here, and these are very much provisional thoughts on the
choice of design, and | would be happy to advise further if necessary.

| hope the above is helpful in indicating our views on the various points where you
were seeking advice, and we will no doubt discuss the matter further in the future.

Yours sincerely

Christopher Welch

Inspector of Ancient Monumerits

cc Charlie Benner, Oxfordshire County Council



