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ITEM 4 
 

EXMOOR LOCAL ACCESS FORUM 
 

MINUTES of a meeting of the Exmoor Local Access Forum held on Wednesday, 31 May 2006 at  
6 pm in Porlock Village Hall, Porlock. 

 
PRESENT 

 
Jeremy Holtom (Chairman) 

Stephen Crossman (Vice-Chairman) 
 

Bill Butcher Rob Manicom 
John Edwards (also Somerset County 
Councillor for the division including 
Porlock) 

Jean Ridge 

Joan Long Duncan Waller 
 
Members of the Public Present 
 
Jim Ballance (Exmoor 4x4 Charity event) 
David Britnell (Porlock Parish Council) 
Brian Cath (Committee member of the South West Coast Path Association) 
Keith Hole (Minehead Motor Club) 
Ruth Hyett (Porlock resident) 
Mick Jones (Chairman, Porlock Parish Council) 
Malcolm McCoy (Porlock Parish Council) 
David Latham (Porlock Parish Council) 
Angela Palmer (Porlock Parish Council and West Somerset District Council ward member) 
E J Richards (Silcombe Farm, Porlock) 
Tony Richards (Ash Farm, Porlock) 
Marilynn Russell (Porlock Parish Council) 
Denise Sage (Porlock Visitor Centre) 
Tony Worssam (Church Warden, Culbone)  
At least one other person who did not sign the attendance book 
 
National Park Authority staff in attendance 
 
Martin Palmer (Secretary to the Local Access Forum) 
Paul Hawkins (Recreation Manager, National Park Authority) 
Jim Webber (Ranger) – for Minute 5. 
 
By Invitation: Mark Owen (Path Development Officer, South West Coast Path Team) – for Minute 
5, Roger Furniss (River Exe and Tributaries Association) and Bryan Martin (River Taw Fisheries 
Association).- for Minute 7. 
 
Apologies for Absence:  Chris Binnie, Jeff Cox, Maria Floyd, Jason Hooper, Robin Milton and  
Joe Tucker (Local Access Forum),  George Wale (Porlock Parish Council), Martin Evans (the 
National Park Authority’s Head of Recreation and Tourism), James Maben (the National Park 
Authority’s Access Officer) and Alison Kent (the National Park Authority’s Senior Ranger). 
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1. Welcome 
 

Members of the Porlock community and other members of the public were welcomed to the 
meeting. 
 
Forum members and officers present introduced themselves and the members gave a 
summary of their backgrounds and interests in respect of the Forum’s work. 

 
2. Appointment of Vice-Chairman 
 

Stephen Crossman was appointed as Vice-Chairman of the Forum until the 2007 annual 
meeting. 

 
3. Declarations of Interest 
 

The following personal interests were declared:- 
 

Jeremy Holtom regarding the Access to Water item (Minute 7 below) as he was a member of 
the River Taw Riparian Owners Committee.  Also, John Edwards in the same item as a 
riparian owner.  
 
Joan Long concerning any rights of way issues where the Ramblers’ Association had been 
involved. 
 
Rob Manicom on the proposed changes to the route of the South West Coast Path National 
Trail item as he was involved in the Coast Path through his work for the National Trust  
(Minutes 5 and 14 below). 
 
Duncan Waller in respect of the use of motorised vehicles on rights of way (Minutes 8(2) and 
9 below). 

 
4. Minutes 
 

(1) Confirmation 
 

The Minutes of the meeting of the Forum held on 1 March 2006 were signed as 
correct. 

 
(2) Matters Arising 

 
• Minute 8 – Environmental Stewardship Funding for Gateways 

 
There would be an update at the Forum’s next meeting on whether Environmental 
Stewardship funding was available for improvements to gateways. 

 
• Minute 10 – Work Programme 

 
The review of the Forum’s Work Programme would be brought to the next 
meeting. 

 
5. Meet the Community 
 

This was the Forum’s second ‘meet the community’ event where a large part of the meeting 
was devoted to hearing local views on access to the countryside.  There were specific issues 
concerning footpaths and bridleways in Porlock, particularly proposals from the South West 
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Coast Path Team to make changes to the South West Coast Path National Trail on Exmoor, 
where two of the three suggested route changes were in Porlock parish.  A report from Mark 
Owen, Path Development Officer for the SW Coast Path Team was, therefore, brought 
forward to be considered with this item.  Mark outlined the three proposals and reasoning for 
them, responses received to the consultations undertaken and how they could address issues 
raised.  These were all detailed in his report. 
 
Regarding Proposal 1, Minehead to North Hill, Mark Owen specifically referred to the 
suggestion of the South West Coast Path Association which had asked for an amendment to 
the proposed route to create a path across Open Access land from Greenaleigh Farm on a 
more gentle climb to North Hill.  Further investigation would be made and the ecology of the 
area was a particular consideration. 
 
Mark Owen explained that the proposed new route of the Coast Path from Bossington to 
Porlock  Weir (Proposal 2) was intended to provide a route which could be used all year 
round and be as close to the sea as possible.  Whilst the meeting was broadly in agreement 
with the route, there were particular concerns about the potential dangers at Porlock Marsh 
from flooding by the sea and the conditions arising when it withdrew, which existing signing 
did not cover.  It was felt that the signing should be changed to address this, together with 
other information about the circumstances at Porlock Marsh also being available, so that the 
public could be properly alerted.   Another issue raised was the need for all signing to identify 
the ‘Coast Path’ as some of the current signing just stated ‘Foot Path’.  Those attending the 
site visit to this area prior to the meeting commented that it had helped to put the proposals 
into perspective and allayed some concerns.  They had also been impressed by the array of 
paths in the area.  However, Mick Jones indicated that some of the routes to the Coast Path at 
Porlock and in other places were often overgrown by vegetation and there were other 
obstacles such as the Mill Leat stream on the permitted route from Bossington Lane which at 
times could be difficult to cross.  Jim Webber undertook to investigate the issues concerning 
access paths to the Coast Path and all parties involved with the Coast Path were asked to get 
together to resolve the signing and other information issues relating to the Porlock Marsh 
area.  Brian Cath indicated that the South West Coast Path Association may be able to assist 
the funding of signage. 
 
In response to comment concerning access to the Lime Kiln at Bossington Beach,  it was 
pointed out that, while the signing of the path had been removed following the breach of the 
shingle ridge, the option to use the remaining short length of path was still available for much 
of the time. 
 
In respect of Proposal 3, Culbone to Yenworthy Wood, concerns were expressed about the 
state and suitability of the route as a designated footpath, as it was vulnerable to landslips and 
would not offer the existing scenic views of the coast and Bristol Channel.  It  was suggested 
that further investigation was necessary. 
 
Mark Owen said that he would like to see the rugged path on National Trust land from North 
Hill to Bossington Hill as part of the Coast Path but it was an important area for grazing to 
support the High Brown Fritillary Butterfly and funding from Defra and English Nature for 
this meant that stocking levels were increasing.  This path also got very slippery and its 
ruggedness meant that it could be difficult for walking, but could be re-considered in the 
future. 
 
A concern was expressed about the increase in signing and its size at the Culbone Inn on the 
A39, which it was suggested made crossing the road more dangerous when on horseback.  In 
response, Paul Hawkins said that signing, additional to the small wooden National Park 
bridleway sign, had been erected by the County Council to identify SUSTRANS cycle routes 
(SUSTRANS being a cycle charity group, which was developing a cycle network across the 
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country).  The size and appearance of the signs was necessary to meet national standard and 
safety audit requirements. 
 
The Chairman said that the issues affecting the Coast Path at Porlock would be brought back 
to the Forum’s next meeting.  The Minutes of this meeting would be sent to the Parish 
Council and an item would be included in the Porlock Vale Newsletter. 
 
(see also Minute 14 below concerning site visits to be made by Rob Manicom) 

 
6. Access to the Coast 
 

(1) In respect of item s7(1) and (3) on the meeting agenda, feedback on the site visit 
preceding this meeting  and the proposed changes to the South West Coast Path were 
considered in Minute 5 above. 

 
(2) Natural England Partners Access to the English Coast Project – Study Area 

Stakeholder Workshop, North Devon, Exmoor and West Somerset Coast 
 

Notes from Jeremy Holtom on a stakeholder meeting he had attended were noted.  He 
added, however, that a recent press article suggested that the project was going ahead 
before the public consultation had been completed. 

 
7. Access to Water 
 

Further to the Forum’s discussions on this subject at previous meetings (Minute 10 of  
7 September 2005 and Minute 9 of 1 March 2006, which were enclosed with the agenda 
papers for this meeting), when a decision could not be reached on whether to support the 
British Canoe Union’s campaign for greater access to waterways for canoes and other smaller 
craft, two riparian owners attended the meeting to set out their perspective on the issue and 
Paul Hawkins provided information on the situation in Scotland where statutory access to 
water was in place. 
 
The two riparian owners were Roger Furniss from the River Exe and Tributaries Association  
and Bryan Martin from the River Taw Fisheries Association.  They give two separate 
presentations and the first from Roger Furniss concerned canoeing, conservation and angling. 
 
Roger Furniss set out the:-  
 
General issues/politics surrounding access to water:- 
 
• There had been moves in Parliament to secure free access to all inland waterways and for 

the current situation of voluntary access agreements to remain.  The Government was 
supportive of the latter.   

 
• The Environment Agency was currently piloting projects on the Rivers Teme, Waveney, 

Mersey and Wear to identify the implications of increased access and its effects. 
 

• In addition to the British Canoe Union’s campaign for a statutory right of access, there 
were ‘non-aligned’ canoeists who were taking a more aggressive approach to securing 
wider access to water. 
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Background to Navigation/Access Rights 
 
• Navigation and access rights in England and Wales were normally privately owned, the 

exceptions regarding navigation being tidal waters such as the Thames and Wye, and the 
exceptions for access were open access land, public highways and public car parks, 

 
Voluntary Access Agreements 
 
These were seen by the riparian owners as the best way forward and were already in place on 
some rivers in the South West, e.g. Dart, Torridge, Fowey and Lyn.  They considered that the 
following provisions should be included in any Access Agreements:- 
 
• Parties to the agreement, normally the Riparian Owners Association and the British 

Canoe Union (BCU) (however, the riparian owners could not guarantee to represent every 
owner). 

 
• Reference to the time of year the river was available for canoeing etc, which should be 

outside of the angling season. 
 

• The area of river covered should be downstream of the main salmon spawning 
areas/headwaters. 

 
• The access and egress points to the river should be public highways and car parks close to 

the river bank, except in emergency situations. 
 

• Annual renewal of agreements to permit review. 
 

• Specification of the maximum numbers of canoeists permitted on the waterway. 
 

• Reference to the role of BCU Local Access Officer as point of contact. 
 

• Insurance cover to protect all parties. 
 

• Payment, which need not be excessive, e.g. on the River Dart it was £1 per year. 
 

• There could be water height restrictions. 
 

• There could be input from the Environment Agency on fish and other conservation issues. 
 
Exmoor Issues 
 

 Salmon and sea trout spawning/nursery areas were predominant on Exmoor’s rivers and 
they had legal protection.  They were easily open to damage as were the other fragile 
ecosystems, which was reflected in their Site of Special Scientific (SSSI) and/or Special 
Conservation Area (SAC) status. 

 
 Most of Exmoor’s rivers were fished and most were too small to allow canoeing without 

disturbance and damage.  The Barle below Tarr Steps was considered suitable for 
canoeing.  The Lyn had been used for canoeing but the Environment Agency managed a 
fishery for the National Trust and the access agreement was to be renegotiated.  All other 
rivers on Exmoor were felt not to be suitable for access agreements.  

 
Secondly, Bryan Martin gave a presentation on the River Taw Fisheries Association:- 
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• The Association had approximately 200 members, comprising fishery owners, 
landowners, fishing syndicates, local clubs and individuals.  Most of these were local 
people. 

 
• As well as fishing, the Association was interested in habitat improvement and had 

contributed assistance and funding to work by the Environment Agency to improve the 
habitat, particularly in the spawning and juvenile areas.  Association members had 
worked on bank clearance etc. 

 
• The Association was not anti-canoeing and took a positive view towards voluntary access 

agreements. 
 

• The Taw rivers system had a number of feeders within the National Park – the Mole, 
Molland Yeo, Bray and Hole Water – all of which had spawning areas and juvenile 
habitat for the Taw system salmon, sea trout and brown trout.  The Mole, where it met the 
Taw near Kings Nympton, was a major spawning area for the Taw with fry and parr 
areas.  Such areas could easily be damaged through physical activity, from disturbance of 
the spawning gravels. 

 
• A technical report had been commissioned by the Environment Agency into the effects of 

canoeing on fish stocks and angling and, while there were no definite conclusions because 
of a lack of information on the specifics, respondents felt that voluntary access 
agreements were the best way forward to reduce any potential effects on fish stocks, 
enabling the most sensitive areas to be protected.  The spreading of disease was also 
considered to be a serious risk; diseases could be easily spread on canoes.  The only way 
to rid salmon of disease was to destroy all of the river stock. 

 
In response to members’ questions, Bryan Martin and Roger Furniss explained that:- 
 

 There was a limited amount of navigation on the River Taw up to the tidal limit. 
 

 The River Barle below Tarr Steps was suitable for canoeing in most winter flows, but the 
Little Exe was too small and downstream of the Barle junction with the Exe was not 
really suitable. 

 
 Canoeists with the BCU were well acquainted with the rivers where voluntary access 

agreements existed, but many individual canoeists were under the impression they could 
canoe anywhere (with the River Thames having navigation rights, many assumed that it 
applied elsewhere too). 

 
Paul Hawkins said that the Land Reform (Scotland) Act 2003 had provided paddling rights on 
water in Scotland and, from his investigations (including contact with two Scottish National 
Parks), the anglers and canoeists appeared to be co-operating with one another to ensure that 
the legislation worked reasonably well, which sought to safeguard all interests, including the 
environment. 
 
As at the two previous meetings where this matter was discussed, divergent views were 
expressed.  The grounds for a statutory right of access were that there was suppressed 
demand, voluntary access agreements were insufficient, canoeists were entitled to the same 
access rights as walkers etc (with open access land showing that people’s worst fears about 
being inundated with people had been unfounded), it would not have detrimental effects on 
wildlife or the environment and the activity brought money into the local economy.   The 
contrary view was that access agreements provided control over canoeing activity to protect 
the river environment and enabled negotiation to take place over when and where it could 
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take place (so that other interests were not adversely affected) and fishing had to be mostly 
booked and paid for in advance and was generally not available all of the time, as a ‘free for 
all’ could have detrimental effects on the activity (the same should, therefore, apply to 
canoeing).  Bryan Martin commented that the River Taw Fisheries Association would be 
receptive to looking at how canoeing requirements could be accommodated on the Taw. 
 
Ultimately, the Forum RESOLVED: 
 
(1) to recommend the National Park Authority to actively promote voluntary access 

agreements through informing the public of the existing agreements on rivers within 
the National Park and seek to act as an intermediary between canoeist groups and 
riparian owners, when and where applicable, to try to secure further access 
agreements; 

 
(2) to inform the British Canoe Union of this decision; and 

 
(3) to ask the National Park Authority officers to provide a further report within the next 

two years to the Forum, the British Canoe Union and angling interests on the 
progress made. 

 
(Subsequent to the meeting, the British Canoe Union has provided an update on the rivers 
access issue, which is appended to these Minutes, for information). 

 
8. Rights of Way Improvement Plan (RoWIP) 
 

(1) Exmoor National Park RoWIP – Action Plan for 2006/07 
 

This was circulated with the agenda papers.  Paul Hawkins explained that the actions 
within it had mostly been agreed by the Forum and the National Park Authority, apart 
from a couple of new ones concerning access for people with disabilities.  The 
Authority had engaged a disability group to do an audit on these. 
 
The Forum was also informed that priorities 1, 2 and 3 had been attached to the 
Actions, but this did not mean that those on the lower priorities would not be 
implemented.  It was a way of showing those most urgently required and assisted 
budgeting.  If members had any comments on the priorities, they were asked to let 
Paul Hawkins know. 
 
In response to comment, Paul Hawkins explained that the National Park Authority 
was working to achieve 90% of Exmoor’s rights of way to the Authority’s BVPI 
(Best Value Performance Indicator) standard, but was seeking an even higher figure 
through trying to secure additional funding from Devon and Somerset County 
Councils. 

 
(2) Draft Somerset RoWIP 

 
Members had received copies of the draft Plan and Paul Hawkins said that the 
deadline for responses to Somerset County Council was 28 July 2006. 
 
Paul Hawkins explained that, beyond the National Park Chapter, the two crucial 
points in the draft Plan were proposals to resolve rights of way anomalies at the 
National Park boundary, e.g. where a former RUPP (Road Used as a Public Path) 
became a bridleway at the boundary, and to speed up the process of changes being 
made to the Definitive Map of Rights of Way, which currently had an 8 to 10 backlog 
of applications to be considered.  This was particularly important as far as the former 
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RUPPs (now restricted byways) within the National Park were concerned, where 
many were subject to applications to upgrade them to BOATs (Byways Open to All 
Traffic).  Paul Hawkins added that the Authority was working closely and 
consistently with both highway authorities and having regard to the review of the 
National Park Management Plan. 
 
Joan Long commented that, whilst new routes were desirable, sight should not be lost 
of the existing ones which they replaced as they may still be needed, and should not 
necessarily be extinguished.  

 
9. Access Update from the National Park Authority 
 

Paul Hawkins explained that, as the result of provisions in the new Natural Environment and 
Rural Communities (NERC) Act 2006, from 2 May 2006 all RUPPs had been reclassified as 
“restricted byways”, which ended their use by mechanically propelled vehicles, apart from 
those requiring access to property and businesses or with the permission of the owner.  This 
meant they could now only be used by horse drawn carriages, horses riders, bicycles and 
walkers. 
 
There was discussion about the effects on rallies and the safari tours.  Concern was expressed 
that the Government had not listened to calls for RUPPs to be retained, and reference was 
made to the consensus within the Forum that they were an asset to the National Park, when 
properly managed and maintained (even though strong divergent views had been expressed on 
the issue of motorised use). 
 
Paul Hawkins said that landowners could give permission for routes across their land to be 
used for rallies and safaris, and there may be some who were willing to set aside areas of land 
for these activities. 
 
Regarding applications submitted to Somerset County Council for former RUPPs to be 
upgraded to BOATs, Paul Hawkins said that they had to be made prior to 20 January 2005 or 
where it could be proven that motorised vehicles had used a route prior to 1930, but the latter 
was likely to be difficult to substantiate.   There was also the issue of the Definitive Map 
modifications still having an 8 to 10 year backlog and, in the meantime, the restricted byways 
could not be used by motor vehicles (except as indicated above) until the applications for 
BOAT status had been dealt with.  Information would be provided at the next Forum meeting 
on those applications which had been made prior to 20 January 2005. 
 
A further change arising from the NERC Act was that National Park Authorities were to have 
powers to make Traffic Regulation Orders (TROs) from October 2006.  The officers were 
currently writing management plans for each former RUPP to identify management based on 
their expected future use and there may well be some BOATS which would require TROs.  In 
any case, management plans would be needed irrespective of routes future rights.  The 
process would include contacting all interested groups to discover the importance of the 
routes and who had used them, and there would be consultation on the proposals. 
 
Paul Hawkins reported that an application had been made for the Challacombe Shoot to have 
a total public exclusion from 1 July to 15 November for 6 years.   At the time of the meeting, 
the National Park Authority’s officers were still in discussion on the potential for a lesser 
restriction for the first part of the period. 
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10. Items from Jeremy Holtom 
 

• Dangerous Road Surfaces 
 

Jeremy Holtom said that there were two dangerous road surfaces in the Devon area of the 
National Park where accidents had occurred involving horses (with horse fatalities), at 
Trentishoe (the roads between Dean and Tattiscombe) and at Lynton (the road at 
Sparhanger).  Both of these roads were close to riding schools and were frequently used 
by horses; the problem being that the surfaces were very slippery and posed a severe 
safety hazard.  It was not possible for horse riders to avoid these roads as it was the only 
way they could link with the bridleways in the area. 
 
Representations had been made to Devon County Council but the response had been that 
the two roads passed skid tests.  Jeremy Holtom explained that the surfaces were made up 
of very fine stones which were like sheet ice for horse riders.  He also referred to the 
situation being contrary to the National Park Authority’s active promotion of horse riding 
in the National Park and its involvement in the production of the new ‘Exmoor and 
Quantock Hills on Horseback’. 
 
Reference was also made to there having been similar problems in the West Somerset part 
of the National Park, particularly the road from Wootton Courtenay to Cowbridge, where 
the problem had been resolved through Somerset County Council dealing with the surface 
and putting up warning signs. 
 
It was RESOLVED to ask Joe Tucker, Forum member, to pursue the matter with Devon 
County Council. (NB. It subsequently transpired that both roads were in Andre Davis’s 
County Council Electoral Division and, as she was also a member of the National Park 
Authority, it was considered more appropriate for her to raise the issue). 
 
If an approach to Devon County Council was not successful, the alternative of possibly 
creating new routes around the problem areas would need to be considered. 

 
• Section 15 land (higher rights land) 

 
Jeremy Holtom explained that Section 15 land had not been included as CRoW access 
land because of the higher rights which existed upon it, e.g. Brendon Common, where 
there were rights for horse riding as well as access on foot granted in 1934.  However, this 
land was included on the ordnance survey map for Exmoor as access land and horse riders 
would, therefore, not be aware of the higher rights pertaining to it.   The British Horse 
Society wished there to be some form of notification to inform riders that these rights 
existed and was looking to have bridleways linking with these areas. 
 
The Forum RESOLVED to note the position and to ask the Secretary to contact Hilary 
Winter, Regional Co-ordinator for South West Local Access Forums, to try to get the 
matter raised through the National Countryside Access Forum. 

 
11. Diversion Orders 
 

Paul Hawkins’ understanding was that the proposal to divert footpath no. 42 at Hewitt’s 
Hotel, Lynton was being progressed and there had been a recent site visit to confirm the 
required works and costs.  A public path order was to be processed by the National Park 
Authority and there would be further updates to the Forum as matters progressed. 
 
John Edwards mentioned that footpath DU/46 at Exford had been diverted and no longer 
passed through the sewage works, car park and picnic area. 
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12. South West Local Access Forums 
 

Hilary Winter, Regional Co-ordinator for South West Local Access Forums, had asked a 
number of questions concerning the format, content, venue etc for another LAF member event 
in the autumn.  The Forum suggested the following topics for discussion:- 
 
• The issue concerning Section 15 (higher rights land) – see Minute 11 above. 

 
• The South West Coast Path. 

 
• The lack of consistency of signing for both horse riders and cyclists (however, such 

signing should respect the countryside and environment using natural materials and not be 
large in size). 

 
• The problem of horse riders having to use unsuitable roads as a result of there being 

insufficient bridleway connections. 
 

• Any other issues identified by the Secretary from previous Minutes. 
 
13. Improving Information about Local Access Forums 
 

David Gear from the Countryside Agency was canvassing Local Access Forums on basic and 
standardised information which they proposed to include about each LAF on their website.  
Most of the questions concerned details about the Appointing Authority, number of meetings 
email addresses etc, which the Secretary would complete.  However, the Forum suggested the 
following items for ‘matters of key interest’:- 
 
• Meeting the communities of Exmoor National Park to enquire how the new right of 

access to the open countryside is working, how the rights of way network is perceived 
and what improvements are thought to be necessary, and views on how other recreational 
pursuits might be improved.  The views expressed are then fed back to the National Park 
Authority (appointing authority) and any other bodies with an interest/involvement. 

 
• Supporting/assisting the implementation of projects through the Exmoor National Park 

Rights of Way Improvement Plan Chapter (which is a specific chapter for the National 
Park included in the Devon and Somerset Rights of Way Improvement Plans). 

 
• Access to the Coast, particularly some proposed changes to the South West Coastal Path 

within the National Park and the Natural England Partnership pilot study for access to the 
coast in the North Devon, Exmoor and West Somerset area. 

 
• Access to Water and whether this should be a legal right or achieved through voluntary 

access agreements. After discussions at three separate meetings, the Forum came down in 
favour of the access agreements approach. 

 
14. South West Coast Path 2 
 

Further to Minute 5 above, Rob Manicom undertook to investigate and report back to the next 
meeting of the Forum on the suitability of Proposal 3, Culbone to Yenworthy Wood, and the 
suggested amendment for Proposal 1 from Greenaleigh Farm to North Hill. 
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15. Date of Next Meetings and Agenda Items 
 

RESOLVED: (1) that the next meeting be held on Wednesday, 26 July 2006 at 6pm at 
Allerford Village Hall, preceded by a site visit (subsequently altered to Wednesday, 9 August 
2006), when the main items would be another ‘meet the community event’ and reports back 
on progress on the South West Coast Path proposals; and 
 
  (2)  that the subsequent meeting be provisionally set for Wednesday,  
20 September 2006, with the suggested venue being either Brendon or Combe Martin. 

 
16. Other Business of Urgency 
 

Jeremy Holtom asked what highway laws applied to motorcycles using a bridleway in 
Parracombe Parish, with the landowner’s consent.   In reply, Paul Hawkins said that they were 
entitled to legally use the route with the landowner’s permission, but they had to obey the 
legal requirements of their motorcycles being taxed, insured and having MOTs and also  
having helmets etc.  This applied to everyone and the police could prosecute. 
 

(The meeting closed at 9.05 pm) 
 

 
 

Chairman 


