METAL DETECTING IS GOOD FOR YOU

Notes for Lecturers

This is a relatively simple case but no less instructive for that.

A privately owned estate, managed for agriculture and game shooting, also has much of historic/archaeological interest.  The estate receives payments through an agri-environment scheme and damaging the archaeological interests may jeopardise these payments.  Consequently, the estate withdraws permission for metal detectors and limits public access to public rights of way.

Persistent efforts by a metal detectorists gradually breaks down the barriers.  By taking on responsibility for gaining appropriate consents and assurances that payments will not be jeopardised, the estate’s position changes.  

All stand to benefit.

Questions

What are the benefits to each of the key players – the estate, the metal detectorists, the relevant authorities?

What are the declared ‘starting positions’ of each of the three interested parties.

What are the key ingredients for the successful outcome to the conflict?

What are likely to be the risks to the agreement in future and how might these be minimised?

