
STATUS AND EXTENT OF PUBLIC HIGHWAY RIGHTS AT MILL LANE, 

CHIDEOCK 

RESPONSE TO REPORT TO THE DIRECTOR FOR THE ENVIRONMENT AND 

THE ECONOMY – DORSET COUNTY COUNCIL DATED 27
TH

 FEBRUARY 2015 

History:  The history of what is now known as Bridleway 18 is well recorded.  Prior to WW2 

it was simply a muddy farm path running from Frying Pan (the last house in the northern part 

of Mill Lane) down to Mill House and Seatown.  It was gated shortly before Mill House. 

From Frying Pan to Mill House there were no other buildings, caravan parks, etc., it was 

simply open fields. The owner was the Weld Estate.  During WWII it was taken over by The 

Ministry of Defence and a concrete track created over the footpath in order to collect shingle 

from the beach towards the war effort.  The Defence Estates state that the path was handed 

back to the original owner after the war.  In the 1953 Sale of ‘Parts of the Chideock Estate’ 

on behalf of the Weld family many ‘lots’ were sold that abutted the ‘concrete track’ including 

Mill House and adjoining land.  At this time each ‘lot’ was advertised with all ‘rights and 

easements’ which led to ‘lawful authority to drive a mechanical vehicle’ over certain parts of 

the ‘concrete track’.  It is important to note that these ‘rights to vehicular access’ were given 

in 1953.  The Sale Details including detailed information about each ‘lot’ and Maps of the 

1953 Sale are all held on file. 

Over the years many Landowners have been quoted as stating that they ‘own the concrete 

path’ but put to test none actually produced any evidence.  It is without doubt that some have 

a legal right to use parts of the track which was at that time a footpath. 

    

Section of Bridleway under dispute – concrete laid in 1943 still in place in 2015 
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Background. (as quoted from DCC Report of 2015) 

1.2. The extent of the County Road known as Mill Lane in Chideock and vehicular use of the 

adjoining public bridleway (bridleway18, Chideock) has been in dispute since at least August 

2000.  This is evidenced by a letter dated 22 August from Mr. R. Webb, at that time the Senior 

Rights of Way Officer, to Mr. I. St.Pierre, then the Clerk to the Parish Council. 

 

Response: 

The extent of the County Road was NOT in dispute at this stage.  Senior Rights of Way 

Officers, Highway Superintendants and Road Safety Officers were all in agreement that the 

County Road ended at Roadstead Farm.  The concerns were raised because of the 

vehicular/pedestrian conflict on the Bridlepath 18.  At this time and up until 2012 there had 

never been any suggestion that the County Road extended further South than Roadstead 

Farm.  Mr. Webb was in total agreement that the bridleway posed safety issues for 

pedestrians hence his ROW department supplying and financing signage.  The question 

raised in 2000 and prior to 2000 was whether the local Caravan Park had a ‘private right’ to 

use the bridlepath.  At this time in 2000 the owner was not prepared to give sight of his 

Deeds. From 1996 until 2012 there was never any mention either verbally or in 

correspondence of a ‘dual status’ and indeed no ‘dual status’ was mentioned in the 1996 

Order confirmed by the Secretary of State.  The signs for BRIDLEWAY ‘authorised vehicles 

only’ and other relevant bridleway signs were duly placed in the positions they remain in 

today, i.e. at Roadstead Farm at the location of Grid Reference 423 923 in accordance with 

the List of Streets and Grid Reference 4234 9232 of The Footpath Creation Order of 

Bridleway 18 of 1996. 

 

Please see Appendix  

1. Letter of 2000 from R.Webb Senior ROW Officer to I.St.Pierre – Clerk to Chideock 

Parish Council. 

2. List of Streets 

3. Letter from Mr. B. Turner, Highways Superintendent dated 20
th
 April 1998. 

4. Proposed Diversion of Rights of Way. Chideock Footpath upgrade to Bridleway.April 

1996 

5. Letter from Blair Turner, Highways confirming road repairs to The Cowshed and 

Golden Vista now called Roadstead Farm and Beeswing. 

6. Public Path Creation Order 1996 

 

 

Note:  References to Point A – E are as in Drawing 15/08 Appendix 1 of DCC Report 

dated 28.2.15. 

Note: For clarity headings in ‘italic’ refer to DCC Report. 
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2.4 through 2.6  (From the report) Finance  Act 1910. And 3.10, 3.11 – 3.20 

Response:  Whilst understanding the principles of the Finance Act 1910 and understanding 

that deductions were made for the existence of Rights of Way the evidence submitted in the 

DCC Report in 3.10 supports our argument that Mill Lane was excluded from valuation to 

approximately Point A, Grid Reference 4233 9235  i.e. close to the field boundary where 

Roadstead Farm was later built (see appendix 5 above).  Paragraphs 3.11 through to 3.20 

appear to relate to Mill Lane (north) and Seahill Lane and as such appear to have little 

relevance other than speculation that as Seahill Lane is regarded as being indicative of it 

being a public highway that the same should relate to Mill Lane.  The evidence shows that 

Mill Lane ‘public highway’ begins at Duck Street and ends at Point A. (Roadstead Farm) We 

agree that Hereditament 96 could be described as being connected by ‘good roads’ ( in 

probability Seahill Lane and Mill Lane)  with Hereditament 154 Field Gates allowing access 

from Seahill Lane. However, the 1910 map shows Blackberry Lane (Field Ref 376) which 

was the only ‘public’ way to Seatown Mill shown in the 1838, 1843 and 1852 maps. Prior to 

1910 there was no ‘public’ road to Seatown Farm, and this indicates that no assumptions can 

be made about the Southern part of Mill Lane. 

2.7, 2.8, and 3.21 through to 3.26 Rights of Way Act 1932 The Chideock Estate 

Response: The letter from H.Weld dated 19
th
 July 1934 states “that the ‘ways shown in 

green’ on this plan are the only ways dedicated to the public as highways”.   The report 

assumes they are ‘vehicular highways’ albeit they agree it is not clear from the Statement 

accompanying the Plan.  It is quite clear in the Plan that they are identified by FP i.e. 

Footpath.  The footpath heading towards Doghouse Farm to the east is still a footpath to this 

day and the footpath from Seatown via Mill House towards Chideock was Footpath 18 which 

was extinguished in 1996 when the new Bridleway 18 Public Path Creation Order came into 

effect.  As DCC correctly state this formed a large part of The Chideock Estate and our 

assumption is that whilst only being dedicated as Footpaths, access for farm carts, etc., would 

have been allowed with the owner’s permission. In 1932 few mechanically propelled vehicles 

would be used in a small farming hamlet.  In the 1953 Sale of ‘ Part of the Chideock Estate’ 

Easements are given in the Title Deeds with regard to a Vehicular Right of Way over various 

parts of the Concrete Track and we would see this as conclusive evidence that the pathways 

indicated in Green Ink’ on the 1932 Map are Footpaths only. 

See Appendix 7 1953 Weld Estate Sale Map and Text 

Paras: 2.8, 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, 3.4. Tithe Commutation Act 1836. 

Response:  We are in agreement that the Mill Lane highway terminates at approximately 

Point C at Grid Reference OS GR 4233 – 9231. Note the List of Streets Reference is the same 

i.e. 423 923 so the extra digit means the 1 adds another 10 yards to the north.  The Bridleway 

Order Grid Reference of 4234 9232 gives the information to some 10 yards further to the 

north.  However, Point E requires a Grid Reference of 423 922 
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Paras: 3.5 to 3.9. Map of Chideock 

 

We agree with the Report in as much as again the Map determines the road ending at 

approximately Point C.  From historic verbal evidence we agree with the suggestion that it 

was gated at this point and was then just a muddy path used by farm workers.  We agree with 

Para 3.9 that the route did not continue beyond Point C. 

Paras: 3.27 to 3.38 Ordnance Survey Maps 

After careful examination of the maps and comparing them against other documents in the 

Report we are of the opinion that they also show that the road terminates at Point C. 

In Para 3.30 and 3.31 particular reference is made to the significance of shading and the 

indication that shading represented a ‘metalled’ road.  It must be pointed out that the part of 

the Lane in question i.e. from C to E is NOT metalled and has never been metalled.  The 

concrete surface that still exists to this day was laid during WWII and extended as far as 

Frying Pan.  It is still possible to see the concrete underneath the tarmac in numerous places.  

The last re-surfacing in approximately 2012/2013 only went as far as Frying Pan.  Previous 

road maintenance only went to Roadstead Farm.  The tarmac laid from Roadstead Farm to 

Point C was not laid by the local authority.  With regard to OS Maps 1968, 1992, 1945 and 

1960 as mentioned in Paras: 3.35, 3.36, 3.37 and 3.38, the Report claims that Mill Lane was 

possibly a through route to Seatown.  This would be strongly disputed by the Owners of the 

concrete track and those who have a private ‘right of access’ which is shown in the Deeds of 

the purchases of land and property in the 1953 Sale.  We agree that ‘private roads’ are also 

depicted in a similar manner to public roads and, noting again that the track had never been 

metalled,  the assumption in the Report that Mill Lane was a Public Road for its entire length 

or to Point E is both unreliable and unreasonable. It is also relevant that no road to Seatown 

Farm is shown until the 1888 OS Map, so there was no ‘through road’, far less a ‘public’ road 

connecting Chideock and the Seatown hamlet. 

Roads on OS 1:2500 plans 1884-1912 

Yolande Hodson, B.Sc., Ph.D., F.S.A., F.B.Cart.S., Map Historian 

The symbol of the shaded line (a thickened line) drawn on some roads on Ordnance 

Survey 1:2500 scale plans has occasionally been used to suggest that such roads 

can be interpreted as public. This paper explores the possibilities of the interpretation 

of this symbol in relation to plans for England and Wales, and illustrates the complex 

issues that underlie the attempted explanation of any lines on the OS map.  It is 

demonstrated that it is not possible to use the evidence of the shaded line to make 

an unequivocal distinction between private and public roads on the large-scale plans. 

The depiction of footpaths and bridleways, which are subjects in their own right, is 

not considered here. 
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OS Maps 1 inch The one-inch was a standard topographic authority and included a wide 

range of information on the physical and human landscape: land-use, industry, quarries, 

farms, inns, canals, parks and gardens, relief, woodland, and even smithies were all shown. 

The maps were of course considerably generalised compared to the six-inch maps, especially 

regarding buildings, towns and place-names. The outline maps especially were also useful for 

administrative purposes, and both civil parish and county boundaries were shown, reflecting 

the significant changes of the Local Government Act of 1888. The outline maps were also 

used as base maps for various other purposes, including geology, boundaries of petty 

sessional divisions, and for indexes to larger-scale OS mapping. 

 
Different styles for three classes of metalled roads, and another for unmetalled tracks 

One of the most important changes to the previous New Series sheets was a revised road 

classification. Metalled roads (ie. using compacted gravel) were divided into three classes, all 

distinguished from unmetalled roads or tracks. Single and multiple-track railways were 

distinguished, with the latter evolving to a new chequered symbol, distinguished from the 

standard ladder symbol for single-track railways 

See OS Map 1” 1898 
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3.39 to 3.41 – Planning Applications 

3.39 The Report refers to Planning Application of 1951 in respect of a licence to use the land 

identified as OS.388 as a temporary caravan site. OS388 refers to the small Millfield Caravan 

Park adjacent to the concrete track close to Mill House at the southern end of the bridleway.  

The tenant Mr.Colkett rented this from TheWeld Estate and the Mill House and associated 

OS388 ‘grass’ had permission from the Weld Estate to access this via the concrete track from 

Seatown in the south.  In the 1953 Sale the Mill House and the OS388 parcel of land was put 

up for sale.  Access from Point B is therefore not in question or relevant. 

See Appendix No. 8 Lot. 27 Mill House & Grassland . Weld Estate Sale 1953 

 

 

3.40 & 3.41 Planning Applications. One planning application is included in the Report, 

namely The Cottage, Mill Lane in the ownership of Mr. Bourne.  This property is at the 

northern end of Mill Lane.  The Map showing a ‘From Chideock’ and ‘To Seatown’ does 

NOT indicate with any legal substance that this was regarded as a through route to Seatown.  

In 1930 the ‘concrete’ had not been added and it has already been established that the rough 

cart path was in the ownership of The Weld Estate. 

 

Paras: 3.42 to 3.46 The List of Streets. 

The Report refers to the map accompanying the List of Streets in 1974 which depicts Mill 

Lane shaded in Blue to Point E.  We would request to see ‘the original’ Map that this has 

been copied from. The 1974 Map attached to the Report is utilising a 1932 Map.  When this 

List of Streets Map was created in 1974 it would seem very strange to use a 1932 Map.  We 

note your comment in the Report that 6 figure grid references are only accurate to 100 metres 

and that commencement and termination points could fall anywhere within a 100 metre 

square.  I am sure you will agree that Grid References only proceed north and for example the 

Grid Reference of 9233 could only extend northwards by 70 metres before you would reach 

Grid Reference 9240.  It would be impossible for a Grid Reference to go backwards and 

southwards to reach Point E at Grid Reference 9220. 

Please see Separate Appendix 2 of Grid References for Mill Lane Bridleway. 

Paras: 3.47 to 3.50 Public Path Creation Order 1996 

3.47. We agree with the wording of the Public Path Creation Order of 1996 confirmed and 

Sealed by the Chief Executive on 27
th

 January 1997. On the Application Mr.M.Cox gave his 

permission and stated he was the owner of the concrete path – this was untrue. 



. 
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3.48 It is noted that the 8 figure Grid Reference of 9232 is only accurate to a 10 metre square. 

This equates to 10 metres northwards, i.e. 9233 would be a further10 metres to the north. 

3.49 It is clear that from the evidence given in The List of Streets and the accompanying Map 

of the Public Path Creation Order and the Public Path Creation Application (See appendix 4 

& 6) that the county road known as Mill Lane terminates at 4234-9232 as stated on the Public 

Path Creation Order. It does not terminate 125 yards further south at Point E.  We do NOT 

agree that an error was made. The Authors of the Report at Para 3.10 themselves give the 

Grid Reference as 4237 9235 which is 30 metres further north than the 1996 Public Path 

Creation Order. 

Paras: 3.51 to 3.57 The NERC Act 2006. 

We would maintain and evidence shows there is NO public right of way for motor vehicles 

along the Bridleway.  Quote from Senior Rights of Way Officer, Mr. Rod Webb’s letter of 

22
nd

 August 2000 ‘It should be noted that the vehicular use of the bridleway section of Mill 

Lane is by persons with lawful authority only.  Authorised users include those persons who 

have a private right (lawful authority) and persons who have been given permission to use the 

route by those persons with lawful authority.  Unauthorised vehicular use is an offence under 

Section 34 of the Road Traffic Act 1988 and provides that any person without lawful 

authority, drives a motor vehicle on any footpath or bridleway commits an offence. 

Paras: 4.1 to 4.12 Conclusions 

4.1 & 4.2 The Report claims that the Highway Inspected Layer differs from the Highway 

Maintained at Public Expense and in this case the Highway Maintained at Public Expense 

extends further south by approximately 100 metres.  This is not borne out in the legal 

documents, i.e. List of Streets on which the HMPE is based.  No evidence or documentation 

has been shown to prove that the HIL differs from the HMPE. The HMPE has never been 

maintained further south than Roadstead Farm. 

4.3  The Report states that The Tithe Apportionment Plan 1843 suggests ‘probable’ public 

carriageway but depicts the route ending at Point C.   This is over one hundred metres north 

from Point E. The Map of Chideock 1852 also shows the route ending at Point C.  Neither 

map shows a continuation of any form of path or road south of this point. 

4.4. The Finance Documents suggests and we agree that the extent of the Public Road is to 

Point A ) and we see no compelling evidence to suggest it went as far as Point C let alone 

Point E. 
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4.5 The declaration made by The Weld Estate under the Rights of Way Act 1932 is clearly 

with regard to footpaths. The Weld Estate owned all of the tracks at this time and no 

Easements or Rights had been given by way of title deeds.  Any persons working on the 

Estate would have had permission from the Weld Estate to use any paths. 

4.6  With regard to shading on OS Maps, and the knowledge that this concrete track has 

never been ‘metalled’ and is not ‘metalled’ to this day, it seems suspect to rely on the 

evidence of ‘shading’ to verify the status of a carriageway. 

4.7 The List of Streets Grid References do not support the HMPE extending as far as Point E. 

The Finance Act 1910 does not support the HMPE extending to Point E.  OS Map ‘shading’ 

is incorrect as had the track been ‘metalled’ there would have been no need to lay concrete 

over it in 1943. 

4.8 The creation of the public bridleway in 1997 was over the exact positioning of both the 

Application for a Public Path Creation Order, and the Public Path Creation Order  itself.  If 

the HMPE extended along the proposed bridleway then someone in ROW/Highways 

departments would have been aware.  The question could then have been asked as to why the 

bridleway simply did not end at Point E.  It is quite clear that ROW Officers at the time 

referred to the List of Streets Grid Reference Numbers and the Order was made subsequent to 

those enquiries.  Their ‘correct’ assessment led to the Bridleway Order specifying “ A 

bridleway following the concrete driveway from the county road east at Grid Reference 

42059184 (Point BS), east for 118 metres to grid reference 42179185 (Point AN), then north-

east for 235 metres to grid reference 42349200 (Point BT), then north for 320 metres to the 

start of the county road (mill lane) at grid reference 42349232”.  This clear and unequivocal 

evidence is in total agreement with the List of Streets Grid Reference of 423 923. Warning 

and Safety Signs were erected by ROW in accordance the Public Path Creation Order 1996.  

The report states ‘it is not known what records were consulted’ which is insulting to those 

experienced ROW Officers who have now retired. 

4.9  The Nerc Act 2006 will have, subject to any exemptions, led to the extinguishment of 

any unrecorded mechanically propelled vehicular rights.  The DCC’s presumption in stating 

that points B-C-D-E are a Highway Maintained at Public Expense and a Bridleway has led to 

inaccurate information being recorded on The Definitive Map.  The accurate information is 

that this is a Bridleway ONLY.  The Report confusingly states ‘that this leaves a public 

vehicular route without rights for mechanically propelled vehicles, a restricted byway.’  We 

agree that this section of the bridleway southwards from Roadstead Farm has no recorded 

vehicular rights. 

4.10 Subsection 67(5) of NERC provides for a private mechanically propelled vehicular right 

extending to landowners, occupiers, tenants and visitors.  We agree with this statement and  

anyone using this stretch of the concrete track must be prepared to show proof of their 

‘private right’ to do so. 
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4.11.  Chideock Parish Councils considered opinion is based on lawful documentation, i.e. 

List of Streets, Public Path Creation Order, Past Correspondence, siting of warning signs in 

2000, is that the HMPE extends as Far as Roadstead Farm at Grid Reference 42349232 and 

the HIL is actually shorter than the HMPE, confirming the 9232 end point for the county 

road. 

4.12.  The Report has twice referred to ‘dual recorded’ but in the first instance in Para 4.9. the 

impression is given that ‘dual recorded’ means recorded once on the List of Streets and once 

on the Definitive Map. In this Paragraph it appears to mean something different, i.e. dual 

recorded means that it is recorded both as an HMPE and also as a bridleway.  For clarity this 

should be ‘Dual Status’. Chideock Parish Council requests an extinguishment of this ‘dual 

status’ based on inaccurate information having been entered to the Defintive Map.  All 

private rights are preserved. 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION      In July 1992 residents of Mill Lane and Chideock  

lobbied successfully for a 30 mile per hour limit to be installed along Mill Lane.  Concerns 

were raised at the volume and speed of traffic.  There is no pavement along the length of Mill 

Lane with many cottages being built directly on to the lane.  The lane was then, and still is 

today, very dangerous for pedestrians.  The necessary Traffic Regulation Order was made 

and Mill Lane became 30 mph.  Signs were erected.  30mph signs were erected along the 

length of Mill Lane from its start at Duck Street until its end at Roadstead Farm – Grid Ref: 

42349232.  It is emphasised that the 30 mph signs do not extend to Point E.   

DORSET COUNTY COUNCIL  ‘The London Gazette – 3
rd

 July 1992 

The County of Dorset (Mill Lane, Chideock) (30 m.p.h. Speed 

Limit) (Restricted Roads) (No. ) Order 199 

Notice is hereby given that the Dorset County Council propose to 

make an Order under sections 82(2) and 83(2) of the Road Traffic 

Regulation Act 1984.The effect of the Order will be to impose a 30 m.p.h. speed limit on 

Mill Lane, Chideock from its junction with Duck Street, southwards 

for a distance of 460 metres.Full details of this proposal are contained in the draft Order, 

which together with a plan showing the length of road affected and a 

statement of the Council's reasons for proposing to make the Order, 

may be inspected from Monday to Friday during normal office hours 

at the Transportation and Engineering Department, Dorset County 

Council, County Hall, Colliton Park, Dorchester and West Dorset 

District Council, Council Offices, Mountfield, Bridport. 

Should you wish to make any observations on this proposal 

(whether you support or object to the proposal) and you should 

make them in writing to the undersigned by 24th July 1992. Any 

observations must specify the grounds thereof. 

P. K. Harvey, Chief Executive, County Hall, Colliton Park, Dorchester. 3
rd

 July 1992 

 

Charmouth & Chideock Conservation Area Appraisal.  See Appendix 9. 
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End of 30 mph signs at Roadstead Farm Grid Reference approx 423923. 

 Wooden Public Bridleway & Footpath sign at Point C. 

               

Authorised Vehicles only Bridleway Sign at Roadstead Farm between A and B at Grid 

Reference 423923. 



 

 

 

 

 

 



 

APPENDIX 1. 
  

 

1. Letter of 2000 from R.Webb Senior ROW Officer to – Clerk to Chideock Parish 

Council. 

2. List of Streets 

3. Letter from Mr. B. Turner, Highways Superintendent dated 20
th

 April 1998. 

4. Proposed Diversion of Rights of Way. Chideock Footpath upgrade to Bridleway.April 1996 

5. Letter from Blair Turner, Highways confirming road repairs to The Cowshed and Golden 

Vista now called Roadstead Farm and Beeswing. 

6. Public Path Creation Order 1996 

 

7.  1953 Weld Estate Sale Map and Text 

 

8. Lot. 27. The Mill House and Grassland. 1953 Weld Estate Sale 

 

9. Charmouth & Chideock Conservation Area Appraisal. 

 







 
 



 

 







 

 

 





  



 

 

 



 



 

 



 

Appendix 7  1953 Weld Sale Map and Text 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 



 

Appendix 8 .  Lot 27 Mill House.  1953 Weld Estate Sale 
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Appendix 2 

 

a. Grid Reference Map  

b. Drawing 15/08 with Grid References. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 







APPENDIX 3 

 

Old Photographs & 1843 Map of Mill Lane Bridleway 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



1843 Map of Seatown, Dorset 

The 1843 Map shows clearly that there was no ‘through road’ to Seatown via Mill Lane. 

Seahill Lane only extends to Blackberry Lane.  Access to Mill House is via Seahill Lane and 

Blackberry Lane not via Mill Lane.  

 

 

 

 

 

 



Taken in the 1930’s Marsh’s Farm, now called Seatown Farmhouse, Seatown Farm on the 

right, now called Seatown Cottage. The footpath to the Mill can be seen leading off to the 

bottom and right of the picture.  This is the track which in 1944 was covered in concrete by 

the War Ministry. 

 

1933 occupant of Mill House walking on the path to Seatown – Mill House in the background 

 

 



The Mill House in 1930’s.  The footpath from Seatown is a grass track and the old road from 

Seahill Lane (Blackberry Lane) can be seen coming from the field to the left of the Mill 

House.  A gate across the road is just visible at the corner of the thatched barn, and another 

visible at the corner on the left hand side of the photo. 

 

 

The old footpath to Seatown via Mill Lane.  The track had to be gated to enclose the 

sheep and cattle but there was a stile for walkers.  Blackberry Lane extends from 

Seahill Lane and then turns into a track to bring you to the Mill House through the 

gate on the right. 

 



From a 1940 Film (screen shots) showing a walker walking along the old grass footpath from 

Mill House to the Beach. This follows the line of where the concrete was laid in 1943. The 

bottom photograph shows the walker closing the gate at the southern end of the track. 

 

 

 


