

Supporting Evidence for PP34  Great Horkesley

British Horse Society (BHS) – Multi‑User Route Evidence
The BHS makes several powerful, citable points that directly support the argument:
· Most off‑road routes can safely accommodate all vulnerable road users — walkers, cyclists, equestrians and mobility‑buggy users — making them “truly inclusive multi‑user routes wherever possible”.
· It is inequitable and poor value to create traffic‑free routes that exclude any non‑motorised users.
· Shared use has been normal for over a century, with equestrians, walkers and cyclists comfortably sharing paths in both rural and urban settings.
· Off‑road multi‑user routes reduce the number of vulnerable users on roads, improving safety and reducing congestion.
· Horse riding has significant health benefits, and riders should not be prevented from enjoying open‑air recreation due to lack of safe routes.
These points strongly reinforce the case that a multi‑user link is not only feasible but best practice.

Sustrans – Shared Use Routes
Sustrans highlights that:
· The National Cycle Network is designed to benefit walkers, wheelchair users and, in some places, horse riders, not just cyclists.
· Purpose‑built shared‑use paths are popular and successful, especially where motor traffic is removed.
· Shared routes are a key tool for creating safe, high‑quality, traffic‑free corridors for non‑motorised users.
This supports the argument that a new multi‑user link through the development would be a high‑quality, inclusive asset.

