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	ATTENDANCE

	Name:
	Name:

	Myra Chilman
Deborah Crowley

Phil Edwards
Mike Everitt
Richard Gething
Ben Nash
Peter Newman
	Colin Palmer
Mike Wilson
Will Steel (Amey Herefordshire)

Jill Addis (Amey Herefordshire)
Rebecca Edmonds (Amey Herefordshire)

Jenny Parson (Natural England)

Lisa Richardson (Visit Herefordshire)

	APOLOGIES

	Neil Barnes, David Boddington (resigned), Dennis Downey, John Hope, Arthur Lee, Brian Willder and Jenny Williams.

	Notes Prepared By:
	Jill Addis

	AGENDA SUMMARY

	1.0
	Apologies for absence

	
	Apologies for absence noted

	2.0
	Minutes

	
	To approve and sign the minutes of the meeting held on 15 July 2011

	3.0
	Matters arising/action points

	
	To discuss any matters arising from previous minutes

	4.0
	Forum Business

	
	Update from the Chairman

Nominations for Chairman

Advise those whose membership is up for renewal

Mystery Walkers Report
Jenny Parsons – Natural England

Section 56 and Section 130A Notices

Future of regional LAF co-ordinators

	5.0
	Rights of Way Manager’s Report

	
	Update regarding rights of way matters

	6.0
	Work Group Reports

	
	Update from working groups

	7.0
	Public Participation

	
	To receive questions from members of the public
Peter McKay – would like the LAF to support the publication of an ‘online map showing all PROW and other maintainable and non-maintainable highways, and advise that a protocol ought be raised to enable parishes and members of the public to make representations to it concerning any pre-existing routes that are unrecorded on it’.

	8.0
	Any other business

	9.0  .0
	Any business submitted to the Chairman prior to/or at the beginning of the meeting.  To be discussed time permitting at the discretion of the Chairman
Date of next meeting



	DISTRIBUTION

	HLAF Members, HLAF Paper Members, Rob Hemblade, Will Steel, Herefordshire Council website


	
AGENDA AND CHECK LIST
	ACTION

	

	351.
	apologies for absence
	

	
	Apologies were noted as above. 
	

	
	
	

	352.
	MINUTES
	

	
	CP asked for an amendment to a comment he made in point 348.  The minutes were then agreed to be accurate, and were signed as a true record of the meeting of 15 July 2011.
	

	
	
	

	353.
	MATTERS ARISING
	

	
	329 A letter had been sent to the Wildlife Trust regarding access and restrictions at the Lower Lugg.  A response is still awaited. 
312 ME asked for an update on the standards.  WS replied that they are close to being finalised.  They will bear more relation to hazards and defects than the legal orders side.  RG asked that they be circulated to the Forum when released.
334 The digitised version of the Definitive Map has not been put online.  CP suggested that the Forum write to the council asking for this to become a higher priority.
341 & 346 ME was the only member to provide comments on the actions from the previous meeting.  This response is to be emailed to members.
	RG

JA

	
	
	

	354.
	FORUM BUSINESS
	

	
	Update from the Chairman

As previously mentioned, RG is standing down in January.  Any nominations for Chairman should be sent to JA.
Defra has invited the SWG to a meeting in London on 11 November.  They will give a progress report on decisions by the Minister.
ME added that the SWG report had been put out for consultation which implied that it would be cherry picked, even though the group had advised against this.  There was also the possible inclusion of farming proposals.

WS said that there had been a stakeholder review of agriculture.  This was not a balanced group as it was mainly land managers etc.  They made a series of recommendations and access did not fare well.

RG reminded everyone that the Forum was currently looking to recruit new members.  There are 5 vacancies.  Members were encouraged to invite people to apply.

David Boddington, who has been a member since the Forum’s inception, has had to step down.  RG added that he had sent DB a letter thanking him for his input.
Jim Stabler, the West Midlands Regional LAF Co-ordinator, has arranged a regional LAF meeting to be held in Worcester on 15 November.  The aim is to discuss a way forward and ensure contact with neighbouring LAFs, as his role is finishing in March.
Jenny Parsons – Natural England

JP said that she would be attending the regional LAF meeting, and that Natural England was looking to find ways of supporting LAFs.
	ALL

	
	Natural England underwent a major restructuring in April this year.  JP is in the People and Partnerships Team, with responsibility for LAFs.  She works closely with the RoW Team and the Coastal Access Team.  Together they form the Access and Engagement Team.  They want to encourage people to use the natural environment, with an emphasis on enjoyment.
ME asked if there was a conflict between enjoyment of the countryside and the national planning policy.  JP said that she would have to look into this and respond later.

ME also asked if LAFs were to pass more advice up to Natural England, would there be a chance of Natural England getting more funding.  JP replied that they were always happy to receive comments, but she would have to take this away to provide a better response.
Walking Festival

Lisa Richardson gave her report on the 2011 Walking Festival.  This will be sent out with the minutes.

RG suggested that to attract more children, the festival should take part around half term.  It would also be a good idea to advertise the walks in schools.

WS added that Hampshire County Council had set up story trails for families with children who had disabilities.  This had been very successful.  WS said that he would forward the information.

Mystery Walkers Report

The Ramblers carried out this report, but it was not based on the old performance indicator approach.  The response was variable across the country.  Walkers assessed routes on a number of factors, rating each 1 – 5.  The top score possible was 30, which was achieved by Wakefield.  Herefordshire scored 21.8, which was rated as good, and came 100 overall.  The RoW network was shown to be in a generally good condition, but fears were raised over the effects that cutbacks would have.

Section 56 and Section 130A Notices

WS and RE gave a presentation.  This will be sent out with the minutes.
	JA

WS

JA

	
	
	

	355.
	RIGHT OF WAY MANAGER’S REPORT
	

	
	WS presented his report, adding that it would be circulated with the minutes.

PE said that congratulations should be passed to the team as he had noticed a considerable improvement.

RG commented that 14 DMMOs were awaiting order and asked if this was down to a problem with the legal team.  WS replied that it wasn’t really.  The team had been told to focus on one area, which had produced a backlog elsewhere.  They now took a more balanced approach.  However, 10 of the DMMOs were interconnected and so couldn’t be dealt with separately.

ME said that not much progress was being made.  WS replied that this was an area of work that was difficult to improve because of the legal process that had to be followed.  In addition, the team had lost 40% of their time to another project this year.  This would be completed in April.

PN asked if there were targets for next year.  WS said that there were general targets, but he didn’t have the figures with him.  Two more staff had received training on 
	

	
	dealing with DMMOs, but this would not have a huge impact.
It was suggested that a letter be sent to the Highways Member and the Director stating concern at the backlog of DMMOs.

CP wanted to raise an issue regarding maintenance.  A metal gate had been installed on a path near him that was not self-closing.  The bottom bar was also high enough to let lambs escape.  WS asked CP to send him the details.  It was possible that the gate had been installed by the parish council, or a volunteer group.
	RG
CP

	
	
	

	356.
	WORK GROUP REPORTS
	

	
	RDG Report prepared by Mike Everitt
1. The last RDG meeting was held on 27 Sep 2011.  Chairman’s position is still vacant so Mike Everitt chaired. 

2. Four main topics were discussed during the RDG. These were:

a. White Roads. Still awaiting formal approval of the draft White Roads Protocol.  9 different white road examples were discussed. Two await formal approval of draft Protocol before they can be progressed further. Four are awaiting reply from letters to parish councils. One example is a formal DMMO and now removed from list. Two are awaiting letter to be sent to parish council or landowner. 

b. Long Term Obstructions.  Two different lists were available and Roger Lowery is going to combine these into a single list. Plan is then to add any known omissions, prioritise list and possibly physically check current status of obstruction. 

c. Anomalies. Amey provided some example spreadsheets. These need further work to provide a single agreed list of outstanding anomalies.  Amey will provide but timescale uncertain due to resource implications. 

d. Unrecorded rights. It was suggested that there are many unrecorded rights in the PROW network, including the white road and anomalies problems already being considered. Many of these unrecorded rights affect the continuity of the PROW network and therefore it is important that they are claimed before the 2026 cut-off date. Researching evidence for unrecorded rights is considered to be highly skilled and probably beyond the average volunteer or parish.  However, Amey and HC, who have the expertise, are not undertaking the necessary research, possibly because of resource problems and also because to actively research unrecorded rights could be seen as a lack of neutrality. Although the RDG wishes to discuss the issue further, it was agreed that the HLAF should be advised of the issue and of a possible proposal that an unrecorded rights task should be included in the next issue of the ROWIP.

The Legislative Group and the ROWIP Group had not met.
	

	
	
	

	357.
	PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
	

	
	Peter McKay – would like the LAF to support the publication of an ‘online map showing all PROW and other maintainable and non-maintainable highways, and advise that a protocol ought be raised to enable parishes and members of the public to make representations to it concerning any pre-existing routes that are unrecorded on it’.
	

	
	WS said that there was not a huge difference between what had already been proposed, and what was being asked for here.
PM said that it was difficult to prove that a road was maintainable.

RG asked whether the Forum supported PM’s request, adding that implementation came later.  CP and MW said yes.

PE asked if there was a hidden agenda.  Was there an assumption that the authority would then have to maintain the RoW if they were published?  PM said that he had no hidden agenda – he just wanted access.

It was agreed that the LAF would support the motion.
	

	
	
	

	358.
	ANY OTHER BUSINESS
	

	
	BN asked if the ploughing and cropping situation was improving, and if there was any cross referencing between the Rural Payment Agency and the RoW department.  WS replied that it was improving locally, and that cross compliance had been nationally successful at first, but had now tailed off.  IPROW was in discussions with the RPA, and enforcement was seen as a key issue in cross compliance.  The Herefordshire RoW team sent a copy of all notices to the RPA.
ME added that there had been a vast improvement over the last 12 years.
	

	
	
	

	359.
	DATE OF NEXT MEETING

	
	Dates of future meetings were confirmed as:

26 January 2012 – Brockington

25 April 2012 – tbc

18 July 2012 – tbc

17 October - Brockington 

Meeting ended at 9.00pm
	


Chairman:




Date:
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