Mot or sport and recreation in the next ten
years

The ‘threats’ to notor sport and recreation in the next
ten years are not likely to be 'express’ against
recreational notoring as a whole, or against individual
di sci plines. The defra proposals on green | ane access do
not target trail driving and riding per se — they affect
the | and resource essential to the activity. There is no
reason to suppose that the government will, one day,
propose to ban, say, noto-cross, or sporting car trials;
there is every reason to suppose that the government wl |
i ntroduce additional nmeasures that will inpinge on sone
di sci plines of notor sport and recreation. The |ist bel ow
sets out sonme areas of government involvenent and what
effects m ght be caused.

Pl anni ng
The Pl anni ng and Conpensation Bill went back to the House
of Commons for its final stages in late April. As

expl ai ned in anot her paper, the new Planning Act w |
change the | and use planning systemin such a way that is
nore |likely than not to make it nore difficult for notor
sport sites to get planning perm ssion, especially if the
site operators are ‘pushed into applying by sone adverse
situation. Further, expect some tightening of permtted
devel opnent rights when the consultation cones out in the
summer of 2004. Expect planning authorities to be
proactively tougher on breaches of planning rules.

Envi r onnent

Expect higher levels of environnental protection.

Desi gnated sites such as SSSI, SPA and SAC may wel | be
extended to cover species and features not now incl uded.
Expect national parks and areas of outstandi ng natural
beauty to get increased protection powers.

Nol se

At the nonent the governnent’s main concern — |argely
pushed by the EU — i s urban and nei ghbour hood noi se

nui sance. Expect this to be extended slowy to the notion
of expectation of tranquillity in the countryside. There
will be a different approach to ‘necessary noise’
(tractors, commercial flights, mlitary jets) than to
‘“noi se for fun’ (notor sport, rock concerts). Exanple -
new rules comng in now on fireworks. Expect *‘occasional
noi se’ (e.g. two events per site per year) to be
reasonably acceptable, but regular noise (e.g. an MX
practice track) not to be.




Anti -soci al behavi our

This is the big growh area in social regulation. Expect
‘cowboy notorcycling’ to be seriously clanped-down on —
maybe machi ne confiscation will becone normal practice.
This may affect ‘lawful casual use’, e.g. riding or
driving for fun on land with perm ssion, but not in an
‘“event’. Speeding — particularly sports notorcycles — and
‘cruising’ in cars wll steadily shift fromtraffic

i ssues to behavioural/social issues. The use of notor
vehicles ‘for fun’ may itself steadily beconme ‘anti-
soci al’. Behavi our associated with notor sport (e.g.
paddocks full of large transporters, barbecues and

di scos) may be affected, even if the event itself is
“aut horised’ . Expect the police to beconme harder on
techni cal issues |ike insurance and nunber plates.

“Subsidiarity’

This term seens to have dropped off the political table
of late, but the notion of devolving power as far down

t he governnental | adder as possi bl e/ appropriate has not
gone away. Regional governnent seens inevitable. Planning
powers will be regionalised and, in tinme, varied between
areas. Wiereas with the current systema national park
is, to a degree, prevented from clanping down totally on
nmotoring because it is constrained by avail abl e powers,
in the future such ‘lowtiers’ of governnment will get
nmore opportunity to frame powers to suit their own
purposes. This is visible also with the notion of making
the police forces ‘nore responsive to | ocal w shes and
needs’ .

(G her) Recreation

There is unlikely to be any general dimnution of
peopl e’ s desire for outdoor recreation, and the manifesto
desire of governnent to provide for this. The Forestry
Comm ssion plantations will steadily becone nore |ike
‘nationally owned national parks’; notor sport access on
its historical basis is then |ikely to be harder to

mai ntain than easier. Expect ‘sustainability’ to be a key
determ native factor in the desirability/acceptability of
out door recreations. Expect noise to be another. Expect
peopl e increasingly to choose to live in an area for its
recreation potential (e.g. wal kers in Snowdoni a,
equestrians in Wltshire, etc.) and then to exhibit
extreme N MBY behavi our, especially as the traditional

tol erant country dweller/owner dimnishes as a major |and
provi der.




What to do?

Each discipline of notor sport and recreation needs to
| ook at itself and consider how it m ght appear in the
context of the paraneters outlined above, and how it

m ght change and evolve to survive. Here are sone
suggest ed exanpl es of what night be done:

Noi se. Al of notor sport and recreation, and the
industries, could institute a protocol to ‘elimnate

noi se fromcountryside notor sport and recreation’
Plainly this does not bite on Brands Hatch and
Silverstone — they operate in their own planning and
political mcroclimte. Road-going sports not orcycl es are
once agai n becom ng a mgjor noi se issue; ‘custom cars
are not far behind.

Behavi our at events. This does not inply that people at
events ‘m sbehave’, but activities that acconpany events
— canpi ng, nmassive transporters, discos, etc., wll

i ncreasi ngly make the notor sport event itself |ess
acceptable in the I ocal community.

Frequency of events. Noise is nore acceptable if it
happens |l ess often in the sanme place.

Vi sual character of sites. If when an event has left a
site there is less ‘visual intrusion’, then that event is
both nore likely to be wel comed back, and nore able to
make noi se without generating conplaints. Sone

di sci plines have a bigger ‘visual footprint’ than others.
Shoul d/ coul d notor sport slowy shift towards ‘shall ow
footprint’ disciplines?

More self-requlation of activities. This nmay seem
contradictory, but nore self-regulation often neans |ess
i nposed regulation. If nore/all notor sport and
recreation participants are ‘licensed , or are regul ated
in the sense of being ‘permtted for every instance of
activity, the various authorities are nore likely to
accept such regul ation as bei ng adequate. An erosion of
freedons, yes, but a safeguard of some freedom

If all of these ‘conflict areas’ are addressed by notor
sport and recreation pro-actively, and not just as a
response to a national or local threat, then recreational
not ori ng beconmes a harder target to hit for those people
who sinply do not like it and are not going to be
tolerant at any price. In some vays, they are not the
probl em the problemis when ‘ordinary people badger
their councillors, MPs and police because sonme aspect of
recreational nDtorlng — usually noise or trespass — is,
intheir view, blighting their lives. Cure this |evel and
type of problem and notor sport and recreation has a
nore predictable future, even if it has to change from
what it nowis, and give up sonme of what it currently

‘ possesses’.
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