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North Yorkshire and Cleveland Heritage Coast 

Management Plan, 3rd Review
STRATEGY
BACKGROUND

1.1 The purpose of this strategy is to provide a framework for
the North Yorkshire & Cleveland Heritage Coast over the
next 5 years. It forms part of the Management Plan
review and informs the Action Plan for the Heritage
Coast. These two elements of Strategy and Action Plan
constitute the Heritage Coast Management Plan. The
original plan was produced in 1982 and the first review in
1987. The second review produced a strategy based on
the Statement of Issues report written in 1992, detailing
the then current status of activities and responsibilities of
agencies along the Heritage Coast. 

1.2 The 3rd Review is based on the four objectives of national
Heritage Coast policy established by the Countryside
Commission in 1992. It is published jointly by the
authorities with a level of responsibility for the coast
including Scarborough Borough Council [SBC], Redcar &
Cleveland Borough Council [RCBC], North Yorkshire
County Council [NYCC], North York Moors National Park
Authority [NYMNPA] and Natural England [NE].

1.3 The review of the Heritage Coast Management Plan has
been carried out in the context of the 2006 Countryside
Agency report on the current status of English Heritage
Coasts. This restated the national policy objectives set
out by the Countryside Commission in 1992: ‘All Heritage
Coasts should have a management plan setting out how
the character of the coast should be conserved, how
Heritage Coast objectives are to be met, including the
organisations involved, the targets to be adopted, the
resources that will be required, and a timetable for
implementation. The plan should complement the
statutory plan policies and should also accord with, or be
an identifiable part of, any National Park plan or AONB
management plan that relates to the area’. 

1.4 This review also forms an important part of the strategy
produced by the North Yorkshire & Cleveland Coastal
Forum in 2004 which can be viewed on the Coastal
Forum website at www.coastalforum.org.uk . The Forum’s
strategy is based on the principles of Integrated Coastal
Zone Management [ICZM], a theme which is now widely
accepted as the future approach to management of all
sections of the EU coastline. 

National Objectives 

for Heritage Coasts

1.5 The 1992 Policy Statement on Heritage Coasts identified
the following objectives: 

• to conserve, protect and enhance the natural 
beauty of the coasts, including their terrestrial, 
littoral and marine flora and fauna, and their 
heritage features of architectural, historical and 
archaeological interest;

• to facilitate and enhance their enjoyment, 
understanding and appreciation by the public by 
improving and extending opportunities for 
recreational, educational, sporting and tourist 
activities that draw on and are consistent with, the 
conservation of their natural beauty and the 
protection of their heritage features;

• to maintain and improve [where necessary] the 
environmental health of inshore waters affecting 
Heritage Coasts and their beaches through 
appropriate works and management measures;

• to take account of the needs of agriculture, forestry
and fishing, and of the economic and social needs 
of the small communities on these coasts, through 
promoting sustainable forms of social and 
economic development, which in themselves 
conserve and enhance natural beauty and 
heritage features

1.6 The coast holds an important place in the identity of
island Britain. It is the place where land and sea interact
and this interaction has produced landscapes and
habitats of great variety where there is constant change.
These different coastal landscapes also offer a wide range
of recreational and economic opportunities.

1.7 The concept of Heritage Coasts was first proposed in
1970. Today 46 of the finest stretches of undeveloped
coastline in England and Wales have been defined as
Heritage Coast. The North Yorkshire & Cleveland
Heritage Coast was defined by the then Countryside
Commission in 1974 and the boundaries were amended in
1981 and 1996. The Heritage Coast extends for 55km [34
miles] from Saltburn to Scalby Mills with one small area
at Whitby being excluded [see maps in Appendix 1].
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1.8 The purpose of the Heritage Coast definition is not
simply to identify it for protection purposes but to focus
attention on the management needs of the coast and the
relationship between different, and sometimes
conflicting, issues.

National Targets 

for Heritage Coasts

1.9 A number of targets were set nationally relating to
landscape, public access and environmental health issues
which are still relevant today:

Landscape Conservation
• The creation or retention of a strip of grassland 

or semi natural vegetation along heritage coasts 
behind the beach or cliff edge, normally 
accommodating the cliff path, or where 
appropriate in the landscape, a fields width

• The removal or amelioration of eyesores 
identified in the management plan

• The protection and enhancement of landscape 
features identified in the plan 

Recreation
• A continuous path stretching the 

length of the Heritage Coast

• The whole of the public rights of way within 
the Heritage Coast to be properly managed

Beach & Water Quality
• All intensively used beaches on Heritage Coasts be 

designated as bathing beaches (in line with the EU 
bathing water directive)

• Litter clearance and collection be related to the 
highest standards for amenity beaches

Heritage Coast Organisation

1.10 There has been no recent review of Heritage Coast policy
at a national level. In terms of organisation structures on
Heritage Coasts, the Countryside Commission’s 1992
policy statement states that:

• Local Authorities should take the prime responsibility
for Heritage Coast matters;

• The prime need is for Heritage Coasts to have an 
identity within a Local Authority;

• For those Heritage Coasts within National Parks, 
National Park Authorities should look after Heritage 
Coast interests;

• It has been the commitment and enthusiasm of 
Heritage Coast Officers and Rangers that has led to 
successful management measures. However, their 
brief has often been too limited and the resources 
available only sufficient to cope with small scale 
management measures. Many problems remain that 
require the use of all local authority powers and 
greater financial resources;

• Local Authorities need to ensure that each has such a 
service and that responsibilities are clearly identified 
at all levels, including senior ones so that the 
principle tasks are carried out;

• Heritage Coasts are properly protected and funds 
secured for its management;

• A Management Plan is prepared for the area including
the intertidal strand and adjacent inshore waters;

• The Management Plan’s implementation is overseen 
through a countryside management approach 
towards practical work, through liaison with all 
interests involved in the management and use of the 
Heritage Coast and through statutory planning.

1.11 A new structure for management of the North Yorkshire &
Cleveland Heritage Coast has been developed following the
formation of the North Yorkshire & Cleveland Coastal
Forum in 2002. The Coastal Forum Executive Group,
consisting of members from Local Authorities and
Government agencies, now oversees the implementation 
of projects which aim to achieve the objectives for the
Heritage Coast, and the running of the Forum. The role 
of the Executive is ‘overseeing the preparation and 
co-ordination of coastal management strategies and action
plans and monitoring their delivery; and advising and
servicing the North Yorkshire and Cleveland Coastal Forum’. 

1.12 The terms of reference for the Forum are to provide: 
‘An integrated forum for co-ordination of coastal
management, focusing on conservation, recreation,
coastal and flood defence, natural processes, water
quality and marine issues, tourism and the economy’.

1.13 The funding partners that form the Executive Group also
support a Coastal Project Officer post.  This post, which
is employed by the North York Moors National Park
Authority is responsible for the delivery of practical
conservation measures along the Heritage Coast.

1.14 The following diagram shows the management structure;
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1.15 The Executive Group consists of members of Natural
England, Government Office, Local Government
Association, National Trust, North East Sea Fisheries
Committee, North York Moors National Park Authority,
North Yorkshire County Council, Parish Councils, Redcar
& Cleveland Borough Council, Scarborough Borough
Council, Yorkshire & Humber Assembly, Cleveland Potash
Ltd. and Yorkshire Forward. There is potential to expand
this group to include other members. 

1.16 The full Forum has a membership of 160 local interested
parties and meets once a year to discuss coastal issues
and is seen as a major step towards the development of
Integrated Coastal Zone Management [ICZM] for the
local coastline.  

Heritage Coast Boundary

1.17 The Heritage Coast northern boundary is at Saltburn beck
just north of the Ship Inn. The southern boundary is at
Scalby Mills just north of Scarborough. The developed
area around Whitby is not part of the Heritage Coast.
The frontage and beach area at the village of
Skinningrove was granted Heritage Coast status by the
Countryside Agency in 1999 as a result of lobbying and a
number of environmental improvements undertaken by
Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council.

1.18 The inland boundary is, in most cases, the first road
inland from the cliff top or as in the case at Robin Hood’s
Bay, the old railway track. For detailed boundaries see
maps in Appendix 1.

1.19 There is no defined boundary out at sea but the Heritage
Coast status gives influence on coastal issues beyond the
low water mark.

1.20 Despite the intrusion of tourist related developments, it
is considered that the natural beauty and enjoyment by
the public of the coastline between Scarborough and
Filey could justify its inclusion within the Heritage Coast.
Attempts to include this area were made on behalf of
Scarborough Borough Council to the Countryside Agency
in 2001. At that time the Countryside Agency were not in
a position to further define additional Heritage Coast.
With the recent formation of Natural England the current

situation of Heritage Coasts nationally is under review.
Emerging Regional Spatial Strategy policy C1 for the coast
states that plans will reinvestigate extending the
Heritage Coast boundary between Scarborough and
Flamborough Head.

Co-ordination of Work

1.21 With the development of the Coastal Forum and 
the introduction of the concept of ICZM, coastal
management objectives have been considerably widened
in their scope, with a consequent need to consider and
take into account a full range of coastal issues. However,
there is a need to retain a focus with regard to the
proactive work relating to Heritage Coast status and
objectives. This is necessary especially with regard to the
objectives relating to conservation and public enjoyment.

1.22 The Coastal Forum has three sub groups focusing on the
disciplines of coastal recreation, conservation and ICZM.
As a result of the formation of these groups, strategic plans
have been developed [e.g. Coastal and Marine Biodiversity
Action Plan] which will guide future management.  

Staffing Structure and Issues

1.23 The Heritage Coast Project Officer was first employed in
1997 funded by an EU Objective 5b project. The Officer
worked alongside the National Park Coastal Ranger, but
with a focus on six priorities from the Management Plan
2nd review. Following the cessation of Objective 5b
funding this post was retained, being funded fully by the
Coastal Partnership [currently NYMNPA, NYCC, RCBC,
SBC and NE]. The National Park Coastal Ranger post no
longer exists and responsibilities for rights of way issues
on the coast are split between 2 Area Rangers.

1.24 The Project Officer focuses on developing conservation
projects on the coast, assisting landowners with 
agri-environment schemes and delivering the Coastal 
and Marine Biodiversity Action Plan as well as running 
a small scale grants scheme. The Project Officer also has
a remit to deliver projects south of the current Heritage
Coast, down to Speeton, the southern boundary of the
Coastal Forum area. 

Monitoring and

Implementation 

1.25 It is important that this Strategy and Action Plan 
are monitored to ensure that the proposals are being
progressed and implemented. The Strategy should 
be reviewed on a five yearly basis and the Action 
Plan monitored on a yearly basis. It is intended that 
some of the more ‘deliverable’ projects should be
undertaken by the Project Officer on behalf of the
Heritage Coast partners and sponsors. Other actions
including policy aims should be taken into account by
partner agencies in their approach to management of 
this protected landscape. 

Involvement of Local People 

in Heritage Coast Work

1.26 The Heritage Coast is a living and working coast. Local
needs should be interwoven into and form an integral
part of this strategy. In order to be successful, Heritage
Coast work needs the active support of local
communities and management needs to be sensitive to
local concerns. Communication of issues, projects and
outcomes needs to be two way. There are already a
number of mechanisms to achieve this such as the annual
Coastal Forum, the Coastal Forum newsletter and
website, the National Park Authority’s Coastal Parish
Forum, and the occasional attendance of the Project
Officer at Parish Council meetings. 

1.27 Volunteering for Heritage Coast work was encouraged via
the Heritage Coast volunteers post established in 1999
and it has achieved a great deal in coastal villages and the
surrounding countryside. Many of the ideas for projects
came from the local communities as a result of Village
Appraisals. The emphasis was placed on the formation 
of local groups to undertake various practical tasks.
However, due to lack of external funding this post ended
in 2005. Currently, volunteering is being directed through
the National Park Authority’s volunteer service in order
to continue delivering the aims and objectives of the
National Park Authority on the coast. Both Scarborough
Borough Council and Redcar & Cleveland Borough
Council also have countryside volunteer services which
can also work on the coast.

1.28 Both farming and fishing industries are an integral part 
of the life and landscape of the Heritage Coast. It is
important that a positive working relationship is developed
with businesses which work in these fields as they have a
direct influence on the environment of the Heritage Coast.
The Project Officer works closely with many of the farmers
in developing farm environment improvements. 
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Planning Policy Context

1.29 Development planning policy for the Heritage Coast is
contained in the following documents:

• The Yorkshire and Humber Regional Spatial Strategy 
Plan to 2026 [covers the part of the Heritage Coast in 
the National Park and Scarborough Borough] 

• North East Regional Spatial Strategy [covers the part of
the Heritage Coast in Redcar and Cleveland Borough 
outside the National Park]

• Tees Valley Joint Structure Plan  [covers the part of the 
Heritage Coast in Redcar and Cleveland Borough and 
will eventually be replaced by the North East Regional 
Spatial Strategy]

• North York Moors National Park Local Plan [to be 
replaced by the Local Development Framework]

• Scarborough Borough Local Plan [to be replaced by 
the Local Development Framework]

• Redcar and Cleveland Borough Core Strategy  
and Development Policies  

Also of particular relevance is the North York Moors
National Park Management Plan.

1.30 The Heritage Coast falls within the Coast Sub Area of the
Regional Spatial Strategy. The policy approach for this
area includes protecting the unique character, heritage
and biodiversity of the undeveloped coast, conserving the
geomorphological and natural beauty of the North York
Moors coast, protecting the historic seaside character of
coastal settlements and avoiding risk from flooding,
coastal erosion and landslip. Protection for the Heritage
Coast is also contained within the draft North East
Regional Spatial Strategy which seeks to ensure that
development proposals in or close to the Heritage Coast
are subject to rigorous examination.  

1.31 National planning policy is contained in Planning Policy
Guidance  and advises that local planning authorities
should include in their development plans policies for the
protection and enhancement of Heritage Coasts. These
policies should have regard to the guidance that
‘particularly the undeveloped coast will seldom be the
most appropriate location for new development and that
there is no reason to expect such areas to accommodate
new housing or commercial or industrial developments
that could well be located inland.’

1.32 Local Plans contain policies which recognise the
importance of the coast and that seek to ensure that
necessary coastal protection works are facilitated and
that inappropriate development does not take place
along the coastline. Local Plans are being replaced with
Local Development Frameworks which will contain a
range of documents to guide and facilitate future
development in the area. Redcar and Cleveland Borough
Council has already adopted two important parts of its
Local Development Framework – the Core Strategy and
the Development Policies. The Local Development
Framework system provides an opportunity to ensure
that the objectives of the Heritage Coast are integrated
within planning policies and that the actions identified
are supported by planning policies where relevant.  

1.33 Local authorities should, in preparing the new planning
policies, take full account of objectives of Heritage
Coasts. Development proposals should be supported
where they are consistent with delivering the Heritage
Coast Management Plan and particular consideration
should be given to the impacts of development upon
achieving Heritage Coast objectives.   

Relationship with 

other Strategies 

1.34 Heritage Coast management plan is one of a number of
strategic plans that affect the coastal area. The others are
the Catchment Flood Management Plan [Environment
Agency], Shoreline Management Plan [Scarborough
Borough Council on behalf of the North East Coastal
Advisory Group], North East Sea Fisheries Committee
Strategy and Natural England’s Strategy for the Coast.

Protective Ownership

1.35 Protective ownership has been a particularly important
means of securing conservation and positive
management of the coast. The National Trust is a key
landowner on the coast with approximately 355 hectares
of land owned within the North Yorkshire & Cleveland
Heritage Coast. The National Trust objectives for these
areas are the protection of the landscape, wildlife

conservation and provision of public access. The Heritage
Coast partnership recognises the value of such
ownership, is supportive of any further land acquisition
by such conservation bodies and would promote
continuing close liaison with organisations that ensure
continuing protective ownership.
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CONSERVATION
2.1 The first objective for Heritage Coasts focuses on the

conservation, protection and enhancement of landscape,
wildlife and cultural heritage features. This section of the
strategy sets out the existing conservation issues along the
local coastline and proposes the need for specific work.

Landscape Conservation 

and Enhancement

2.2 Four landscape assessments have been completed within
identified areas to determine the quality of landscape
features within these zones and identify potential
enhancements. These areas were:

• Staithes to Runswick Bay

• Kettleness to Goldsborough

• Maw Wyke Hole to Whitby Abbey

• Scalby and Burniston areas

2.3 The appraisals identified the following issues:

• Staithes to Runswick – hedgerow loss but good 
mosaic of field habitats

• Kettleness to Goldsborough – hedgerow loss and 
deterioration of traditional buildings

• Maw Wyke Hole to Whitby Abbey – lack of field 
mosaics and intrusion of static caravan parks

• Scalby & Burniston areas – hedgerow loss and large 
field sizes with little wildlife habitat

2.4 Priorities for action to address these issues should be
developed utilising both national and local funding
mechanisms. These currently include national
Environmental Stewardship and National Park 
Authority grants.  

2.5 One of the original targets for Heritage Coasts was the
creation or retention of a strip of grassland or semi
natural vegetation behind the beach or cliff edge, to
accommodate the cliff path, or where appropriate in the
landscape, a whole field’s width. This has now been

achieved at a number of locations on the coast and
remains a valuable target, which will enhance both the
landscape and wildlife habitat on the coast.

2.6 The Cleveland Way National Trail forms the coast path for
the whole length of the Heritage Coast. The Cleveland
Way Management Strategy seeks to create a naturally
vegetated corridor of at least five metres width along 
the whole length of the coastline. The most likely
mechanisms in achieving this is through either
Environmental Stewardship or the forthcoming coastal
access legislation via the Marine Bill.

2.7 There is potential to increase the extent of semi natural
habitats on the coast for both visual and wildlife
conservation reasons. This would include the creation 
of scrub, scrub woodland, low intensity pasture, rough
grazing and coastal heath. 

2.8 The Forestry Commission’s English Woodland Grant
scheme has had relatively little take up in the Heritage
Coast area. This is understandable given the coastal
conditions. However there is an opportunity to advise
woodland owners of the benefits of woodland
management and the opportunities for further planting in
identified locations. ‘Native Woodland Development in
the North York Moors and Howardian Hills’ by George
Peterken [downloadable from www.forestry.gov.uk] notes
that more planting is needed to improve linkages
between areas of woodland, this being particularly
valuable within 1 km of the coast to link wooded valleys.
Retaining the substantial tracts of woodland at Mulgrave,
Easington, and Roxby is important as these are the
largest patches of ancient semi natural woodland in the
area. Buffering the valley woodlands by marginal habitat
strips and field boundary tree planting within 100m of the
woodland edge would also be of benefit. There is also
further potential to plant up cliff slopes at specific locations.

Natural and Geological

Conservation

2.9 The Heritage Coast has a number of habitats that are
subject to national and international designation.
Approximately half of the coastal slope and rocky shore
are designated as biological and geological SSSI. Around
Robin Hood’s Bay the slope and rocky shore are part of a

Special Area of Conservation [SAC], whilst the inshore
waters there are defined as a Sensitive Marine Area.  

2.10 With such a wealth of protected habitats, a Coastal and
Marine Biodiversity Action Plan has been written by a
partnership of North East Sea Fisheries Committee,
North York Moors National Park Authority, Natural
England, North Yorkshire County Council and the
Environment Agency. The Biodiversity Action Plan
identifies the importance of the coast for nature
conservation, and also the priority species and habitats
and the opportunities for enhancement. They focus on
conservation of the maritime cliff and slope and the
intertidal and marine habitats. The Biodiversity Action
Plan also provides a summary of key actions for wildlife
and conservation that will be pursued with the various
coastal partners and landowners. 

2.11 The North Yorkshire & Cleveland Heritage Coast is known
both nationally and internationally for its geological
importance. A jointly funded project known as the
‘Dinosaur Coast’ was set up in 1999 to interpret the rich
geological heritage of the coastline. A major project to
use some of this interpretation in Scarborough’s
Museums Service is currently underway. The Rotunda
Museum in Scarborough now provides the focus on
geological interpretation for the coast. 

KEY OBJECTIVE A – Restore and reinforce the 
network of traditional field boundaries

KEY OBJECTIVE B – Extend semi natural habitats, 
in particular adjacent to the coast

KEY OBJECTIVE C – Buffer and link coastal woodland

KEY OBJECTIVE D – Deliver actions identified in the 
Local Biodiversity Action Plan

KEY OBJECTIVE E – Support measures to interpret 
the geological heritage of the coast

Village Enhancement 

and the Built Environment

2.12 Important in contributing to the unique character and
landscape of the Heritage Coast is the relationship
between the natural landscape and the coastal villages.
Skinningrove, Staithes, Runswick Bay, Sandsend, Robin
Hood’s Bay and Ravenscar all play an intrinsic part in the
coastal landscape. The differing history and development
of these villages has resulted in each having its own local
distinctiveness in terms of economy and community, and
current problems and needs. 
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2.13 Such is the special character of these villages that parts
of Robin Hood’s Bay, Staithes, Lythe, Sandsend and
Runswick Bay have been designated as Conservation
Areas. Environmental enhancement of these villages will
contribute to their sense of place and history. At villages
such as Skinningrove and Staithes the long term success
of village improvements depends on the working
relationships between local groups and the Local
Authorities. All Conservation Areas in the National Park
are now subject to Article 4 Directions which ensure any
alterations to traditional architectural features [such as
doors, windows, stone walls and pantile roofs] are
brought under planning control. Prior to the Article 4
Directions this was not possible for non–listed buildings.
Fylingdales Parish Council in conjunction with the
National Park Authority and English Heritage is currently
running an area partnership scheme focusing on
improvements to the streetscape in Robin Hood’s Bay.
£230,000 has been made available to the partnership
over a 3 year period to undertake such works as re
cobbling, paving and reinstatement works to several
listed buildings within the conservation area. 

2.14 During 1998 – 2000 parish appraisals were carried out
[under the LEADER II programme - one of the EU
structural funds] in many of the communities along the
Heritage Coast to identify village concerns and areas for
improvement. At Staithes this resulted in £1 million of
Single Regeneration Funding support to the village for
improvements and enhancements. Numerous other
village improvements were undertaken in the coastal
villages as a result of the appraisals through LEADER II
funding. There is considerable further scope to identify
village enhancements. Funding for these may be available
from the NPA Village Enhancement Scheme.

2.15 One of the original national targets for Heritage Coasts
was the removal of eyesores along the coastline, and this
should continue to be a priority. The old fan house near
Brotton, a scheduled monument, is considered by some
to be an ugly derelict building. However it is a nationally
important part of the history of the 19th century
ironstone mining industry. The building is owned by the
National Trust and has recently had an interpretive board
installed next to it explaining its significance. Identified
eyesores along the Heritage Coast include:

• Skinningrove Jetty – an integral part of the coastal 
defences for the village and built into the Shoreline 
Management Plan 2 for retention

• Mickleby landfill site – closed in 2006 and the area 
has now been landscaped

• Redundant coastguard lookouts – Bay Ness, Robin 
Hood’s Bay, Blea Wyke, Ravenscar, Long Nab, 
Burniston. All of these have been subject to renovation 
and now ‘fit’ within the coastal landscape

• Burniston Sewage Treatment works – built in 2002 as 
part of Yorkshire Water’s full sewage treatment 
programme. Although the treatment works is 
prominent in the landscape, measures have been taken
to influence its siting and impact. The treatment works 
have also helped to achieve the third national Heritage 
Coast objective regarding bathing water quality

• Caravan Parks - Subject to a study carried out by 
consultants under the original Heritage Coast Project. 
Designs were drawn up to reduce the impact of the 
parks on the landscape and some limited work has 
been carried out as a result. Issues were identified 
regarding loss of views through screening and also the 
colouring and layout of the five parks identified.  
Continued work to mitigate the impact of these sites is
seen as a priority.

KEY OBJECTIVE F – Promote village enhancement 
projects in coastal villages

KEY OBJECTIVE G – Mitigate the landscape 
impact of caravan parks

Archaeology

2.16 The Heritage Coast has had a long history of human
activity, from early settlement to large scale industries
and coastal defence. Bronze Age settlers left their mark
on the coastal landscape with burial mounds and where
moorland has survived close to the coast, traces of field
systems and settlements also survive. Fishing
communities developed into small ports and harbours
which increased in number and grew in size in response
to local industries, particularly the production of alum,
iron and jet which are prominent along the coast. Also
surviving are remains from the defence of Britain from
the First and Second World Wars, including radar and
communications sites, coastguard lookouts, decoy sites,
pill boxes and anti-tank blocks.

2.17 Opportunities for presentation and interpretation will
need to be carefully considered and undertaken in such a
way that the sites will not be adversely affected. There is
a need to ensure that all landowners have an
understanding of the importance of the archaeological
features on their holdings and their responsibilities
towards them.

2.18 A series of Rapid Coastal Zone Assessment surveys have
been commissioned by English Heritage and are currently
being undertaken to identify and record archaeological
sites, buildings and structures along the coast. The
assessment will ensure that these features are
comprehensively catalogued and will also be used to
identify priority sites for recording, protection and
consolidation work, which are most at risk from coastal
erosion. The Scheduled Monuments at risk data, due to
be published by English Heritage, will also be used to
identify priorities and actions.

2.19 The growth of sub aqua activities has led to concerns
regarding lack of awareness of wreck laws and the
consequent potential loss of important archaeological
information. Although it is part of the basic training from
the recognised clubs [BSAC, PADI, SAA], consideration
should be given to the need to promote recording and
protection, and to discourage the disturbance of
underwater archaeology. Currently there are only two
sites regionally that are designated under the Protection
of Wrecks Act. Neither are within the Heritage Coast
boundary and this shows the huge potential there is for
further work on this matter. The forthcoming Marine Bill
and the current Heritage Protection White Paper may
contain measures to promote the protection of important
marine sites and wrecks.

KEY OBJECTIVE H – Establish a programme 
of recording and protecting [as appropriate] 
archaeological features, informed by the Rapid 
Coastal Zone Assessment

KEY OBJECTIVE I – Provide appropriate interpretation
to inform the public of the coast’s rich heritage



3.6 Targeting interpretation at coastal locations is
particularly effective and good value for public money.
For the seaside visitor, enjoyment is no doubt the most
important factor, and enjoyment whilst learning about
the coast and its habitats can be particularly rewarding.
Heightening awareness of the coast with people who live
in the nearby major conurbations such as Teesside can
bring multiple benefits and should be pursued by
appropriate organisations. The Heritage Connections
Project, aimed at unrepresented groups [mainly BME
communities and young people] from Teesside is a
National Lottery funded programme to initiate such
activity on the coast and moors.

3.7 There should be a continued focus to interpreting the
coast to young people. Taking the message into schools
within the catchment area needs to be explored further.
Many conservation organisations have web pages on
enjoyment of the coast by young people and most link to
the national curriculum. Scarborough has its own Sea Life
Centre, which explains about the diversity of marine life,
both nationally and locally. 

3.8 The improved bathing water quality on the coast as a
result of sewage treatment provides an opportunity to
promote the area for tourism and educational use by
visiting parties. 

3.9 Environmental arts projects including photography,
sculpture, craft, film and fine art should be encouraged
wherever possible as a means of emotional contact with
the coastal scenery. 

3.10 In 2006, a number of interpretive panels were installed
on the Heritage Coast as part of the North Sea Trail
Project.  The panels depict the industrial past of sites
such as Port Mulgrave and Huntcliff. Promotional videos
of the trail have also been produced and are displayed at
local visitor centres.

KEY OBJECTIVE J - Pursue opportunities to extend 
coastal interpretation and use different media 
wherever possible

Visitor and Traffic

Management

3.11 Due to the nature of the coast the number of vehicle
access points are limited. An exercise to determine the
potential for enhancing opportunities for quiet
enjoyment of the coast concluded that many of the main
access points were already operating at maximum
capacity and were ‘fit for purpose’ in their current
condition. A number of more remote access points
[Hummersea, Port Mulgrave, Kettleness, Saltwick, Boggle
Hole, Hayburn Wyke, Crook Ness and Cloughton Salt
Pans] were also assessed. It is considered that in
management terms these sites are ‘there to be
discovered’ and as such should not be promoted. 

3.12 Adjacent to the boundaries of the Heritage Coast lie the
resorts of Saltburn, Whitby and Scarborough. These
resorts provide a range of water based activities that can
impact on the tranquillity of the undeveloped coast, one
example being jet skis. The use of Heritage Coast inshore
waters for such activities is currently unrestricted. The
introduction of the Marine Bill may introduce licensing
for such potentially damaging recreational activities.  

KEY OBJECTIVE K – Ensure informal rural access 
points are not promoted and the ‘remote’ coast 
remains tranquil
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PUBLIC ENJOYMENT
AND RECREATION
3.1 The Heritage Coast has been an important destination

for visitors for many years. It plays an important part in
offering informal recreation and sport and is an excellent
opportunity for education and awareness raising of the
environment. Tourism is the largest economic sector on the
coast and is largely based on the environmental quality of
the area. In order that conservation interests and the social
and economic needs of local people are protected, there is
a need to have an appropriate management mechanism for
recreation and tourism. Having an understanding of the
Heritage Coast is an important part of gaining an
appreciation of its natural beauty and fragility as well as its
need for conservation. The development of initiatives
through co-operation and partnerships between
conservation and recreation and tourism, should be
encouraged so as to minimise any conflict and maintain a
balance between the relative disciplines.

Interpretation

3.2 In the early 1990s a series of initiatives for interpretation
proved to be very successful in raising awareness of the
Heritage Coast message and attracted a wide audience.
Entitled ‘The Salty Tales of Reginald Whelk,’ mobile
theatre productions travelled between the popular beach
locations of Saltburn, Runswick, Whitby, Robin Hood’s
Bay and Scarborough. This was followed in 1998 by ‘A
Toast to the Coast’ theatre production in village halls
which highlighted the issues of tourism on the
undeveloped coast and encouraged an appreciation and
respect for the rural coast as a place to live and work. 

3.3 The redevelopment of the Leeds University marine
laboratory building at Robin Hood’s Bay to its original
structure as the old coastguard cottage took place in
2000. The building was developed as a coastal
interpretive centre, in a joint venture by the National
Trust and the North York Moors National Park Authority.
The centre attracts many educational groups as well as
general visitors all year round. The National Trust coastal
centre at Ravenscar received an update in 2002 and
remains a popular facility for visitors to the area. 

3.4 The unique geological importance of the coast has been
the subject of the joint project known as the Dinosaur
Coast. Led by Scarborough Borough Council’s Museum
Service, the project included a series of popular events
from 2001 onwards encouraging members of the public to
take part in geological events, guided walks, fossil open
days and ‘dino days’ which attracted great interest. The
Rotunda Museum in Scarborough now hosts many of the
findings from the project.

3.5 Whilst these initiatives are very successful in targeting
wide audiences, there is a need to build on these and
develop new ideas for the future. Part of the success of
past interpretation has been its diversity. Visitors to the
coast come with a wide range of aspirations and
awareness of issues. Countryside interpretation has
traditionally focused on those who already have some
form of appreciation of the natural environment. This
interpretation, such as way marked and guided walks,
topic leaflets and interpretive panels needs to be
continued. However, there is also a need to pursue other
forms of interpretation to wider audiences.
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HEALTH OF 
COASTAL WATERS
AND BEACHES
4.1 The pollution of beaches and coastal waters is something

that gives rise to considerable public concern. The effect
of pollution which originates from outside the Heritage
Coast area and from marine borne litter are important
issues over which the strategy can have little influence,
however, there are many practical initiatives that can
have an important local impact. 

4.2 In 2000, Yorkshire Water invested significant funding to
ensure that all waste water is fully treated before it enters
the sea. This is through primary, secondary, tertiary and full
Ultra Violet treatment. New treatment plants were built at
Burniston, Whitby and Hinderwell and inshore water
quality is regularly monitored to detect levels of pollution.

Litter

4.3 There are three main sources of beach litter; casual
littering by beach users; deliberate dumping or fly
tipping; and marine borne litter. Preventing litter
problems is preferable to clearing it away. To this end the
‘Take your litter home’ message should be promoted as
widely as possible on all coastal interpretation. 

4.4 National surveys co-ordinated by the Marine Conservation
Society show that a major source of beach litter comes
from ships at sea. The Merchant Shipping Regulations
1988 apply to all UK ships and to all ships in UK territorial
waters. The North Sea is an area where it is prohibited to
dispose of any garbage, although food waste can be
disposed of outside the 12 mile limit. The legislation most
relevant to the clearance of litter from beaches is the
Environmental Protection Act, which imposes standards
and makes littering an offence on certain defined beaches. 

4.5 The Heritage Coast volunteers co-ordinator actively
encouraged local communities to take part in the ‘Adopt
A Beach’ and ‘Beachwatch’ campaigns between 1999 and
2005. Quarterly litter surveys and collection took place at
Staithes, Runswick, Sandsend, Cayton and Filey with the

results being published in the Marine Conservation
Societies Good Beach Guide. Results found that most of
the litter was non degradable plastics and polystyrene. The
results were used nationally to target industries and lobby
companies to reduce unnecessary packaging and make
them aware of where the waste ends up. Some of groups
set up along the coast continue to ‘adopt their beaches’
notably at Whitby, Runswick, Scarborough, Cayton and Filey.

4.6 Current activity includes identification of marine litter ‘hot
spots’, for example Hayburn Wyke, and active removal. It
is proposed that this targeted approach should continue
and that such sites are regularly monitored.

KEY OBJECTIVE O
– Emphasise the take litter home message

KEY OBJECTIVE P
– Support adopt a beach groups

KEY OBJECTIVE Q 
– Monitor and clear marine litter ‘hot spots’

Beach Awards

4.7 The Tidy Britain Group Seaside Award and the European
Union Blue Flag Award remain the foremost standards for
beaches in the UK. Such awards can significantly benefit
tourism to an area as well as raising awareness of issues
and standards. The awards aim for high standards of
cleanliness, appropriate beach management, information
and education. The Premier Seaside Award and the Blue
Flag award both require the water quality to comply with
the EU Bathing Water Directive guideline standards. 
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Access and Public 

Rights of Way

3.13 Visitor surveys show that walking is the most popular
activity on the Heritage Coast. This highlights the need
for an accessible and well maintained public rights of way
system. The Cleveland Way provides an [almost]
continuous cliff top route along the coast and is the 
main opportunity for public access to the coast on foot.
There is however, a largely unexplored network of link
paths and circular routes that provide wider access within
the coastal strip. The more popular routes are those that
link villages to cliff top and vice versa and therefore
require particular attention. Sections of the cliff top
Cleveland Way can be subject to coastal erosion and
‘moving path’ agreements have been negotiated with
landowners wherever possible. Other mechanisms
include fencing for land agreements, path widening and,
as a last resort, creation orders. Automatic ‘rollback’ is
currently being proposed through the access element of
the forthcoming Marine Bill.

3.14 The second national target of Heritage Coast policy
relates to all rights of way within the Heritage Coast area
being properly managed. In managing the rights of way
network there is need to consider different requirements.
This includes long distance walking, horse riding, cycling,
short family walks and the needs of those requiring easier
access. Particular emphasis should be placed on the
provision of access for less able users either by wheelchair
or pushchair where terrain and conditions permit. 

3.15 Although not a designated public right of way, the 
disused railway line between Whitby and Scarborough
has permissive bridleway status. Due to its relatively 
level surface the route can accommodate cyclists,
wheelchair and pushchair users, walkers and horse riders.
Occasional conflict does occur between user groups. 
The line also makes up part of Sustran’s National Cycle
Network Route 1 and is promoted by the National Park
Authority as a cycleway. This also links the Moor to Sea
cycle route joining Scarborough, Whitby, Pickering and
Great Ayton. Circular cycle trails have also been
developed at strategic access points from the line. The
line is occasionally used by unauthorised vehicles
[notably off road motorbikes]. Scarborough Borough
Council, who own the trackbed, take measures to deter
illegal users. However, further actions need to be put in
place to deter this illegal activity. 

KEY OBJECTIVE L – Ensure access for less able users 
is explored and made easier wherever possible

KEY OBJECTIVE M – Support measures to widen the 
Cleveland Way wherever possible

Tourism

3.16 The beauty of the Heritage Coast is one of the areas
greatest assets and tourism is of prime importance to the
area’s economy. Tourism policies should be of long term
benefit to residents, visitors and the tourism industry
itself and opportunities for appropriate tourism should be
encouraged where possible. Tourism can help to bring
prosperity to local communities and assist in the
economic sustainability of employment and services. 
In order to maximise this, the tourism industry should
support the local economy using employees, products
and services from the locality and by supporting the skills
and economic activities that are traditional to the coast.  

3.17 All tourism development should respect the quality of the
coastal landscape and environment. An important feature
of the area is its tranquillity and the importance of
retaining some areas as wild and remote should be
emphasised. Development should also recognise the
capacity of the surrounding landscape to absorb visitors.
Any tourism publicity should also be used as an
opportunity to increase people’s enjoyment, appreciation,
understanding and concern for the Heritage Coast. 

3.18 There is a need to ensure visitors have an understanding
of the Heritage Coast message and as such should be
available for visitors at a wide range of locations
including hotels, Bed & Breakfasts, caravan parks and
other places of accommodation.  

KEY OBJECTIVE N – Ensure all coastal visitor 
facilities have access to the Heritage Coast message
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4.8 Historically, several beaches along the Heritage Coast have
been awarded the Tidy Britain Group seaside award and EU
Blue Flag awards. Submission of an entry of a beach for a
particular award needs evidence of a scheme of
guardianship, usually by a parish council or local school and
evidence that visitors to the beach are actively encouraged
to protect and conserve the beach. It is also necessary to
show that there has been consultation and liaison with a
local conservation organisation over these matters. 

4.9 There is a need to continue to assist communities to
‘adopt their beaches’ not only to qualify for the Tidy
Britain Group award but also to encourage a system of
beach stewardship and pride and respect for the
invaluable asset of some of the coastal resorts and villages

Water Quality

4.10 The national Heritage Coast target for bathing water quality
was for ‘all intensively used beaches on Heritage Coasts
to be designated as bathing beaches complying with the
European Union directive on bathing water quality’.

4.11 Within the Heritage Coast, Runswick Bay, Sandsend,
Robin Hood’s Bay and Staithes have been designated as’
bathing beaches’ [rural category]. All now meet the
guideline standard for bathing water quality except
Staithes, which is subject to further study due its failure
to meet the standards on a number of occasions. The
reason for this remains unknown but the sampling point
is within the harbour and is therefore subject to very
limited tidal scour. Indications for failure point towards
diffuse agricultural run off from the Staithes/ Roxby Beck
catchment area as well as storm water overflows from the
village or even seaweed decay. Further research by the
Environment Agency is taking place in the area. The
active promotion of the measures necessary to address
this issue is a priority.

4.12 The Environment Agency are statutorily required to
undertake microbiological monitoring relating to the
total coliform bacteria and faecal coliform bacteria at the
designated bathing beaches. Monitoring is important
from both a health and a wider environmental viewpoint.
From both aspects there is also a need to monitor the
areas where public have access such as certain rocky
shore areas and where becks flow across beaches. 

4.13 A series of rocky shore surveys relating to species,
communities and adaptations of flora and fauna are due
to be undertaken by a marine biologist in the near future.
The Sensitive Marine Area rocky shore at Robin Hood’s
Bay was studied in 2001 and a follow up survey is being
carried out at the time of writing. With the introduction
of full sewage treatment alongside major coastal defence
projects in the Bay in 2002/03/04 it will be interesting to
see what changes have taken place to the flora and fauna
within the intertidal zone. 

4.14 It is the intention that [funding permitting] a similar
rocky shore survey is undertaken in each of the 14
parishes along the Heritage Coast. This can then act as
accurate ‘baseline’ data for future reference. The research
project will hope to involve the local communities as part
of the ‘beach stewardship’ idea and give training in
survey techniques and species identification. 

4.15 Providing public information with regard to water quality
is important, however the issue needs to be handled
sensitively. Providing information without understanding
can be damaging to the tourism potential of a particular
coastal village or resort. At the designated bathing
beaches information relating to the results of the
Environment Agency’s monitoring is displayed on
information boards.

4.16 The EU Water Framework Directive is due to come into
force in 2015 and requires that all coastal waters to the 1
mile limit be of a ‘good environmental standard’. The
definition of good environmental standard is not yet fully
established and the full impact of the Directive is not
clear at present. It is envisaged that the Environment
Agency will lead on this aspect.

KEY OBJECTIVE R – Promote measures necessary 
to address water quality issues at Staithes

KEY OBJECTIVE S – Undertake rocky shore surveys 
in each of the fourteen coastal parishes

OTHER ISSUES

Coastal Defence 

and Natural Processes

5.1 The administration of coastal and flood defence is
currently split between the Environment Agency [flood
defence] and the Borough Councils [coastal protection].  
The shore is a natural defence against the sea and much
of the energy generated by the sea is dissipated by
natural beaches, dune systems and cliffs. Where it is
occasionally deemed necessary, and viable [both
financially and environmentally] artificial defences are
constructed to protect communities.  

5.2 Shoreline Management Plans [SMPs] for the UK coastline
were developed in the mid to late 1990s with a view to
identifying areas ‘at risk’ and justifying action and
expenditure on coastal protection works. SMPs also take
account of wildlife, archaeological sites and natural
features and processes. The Heritage Coast strategy and
work arising from it will need to take account of coastal
defence requirements and be active in negotiating any
enhancements to conservation of the natural and built
heritage of the coast.

5.3 Since the first SMP was written for the coastal cell that
includes the Heritage Coast, significant funding has been
spent on areas deemed to be at risk. Skinningrove,
Staithes, Runswick Bay and Robin Hood’s Bay have all
received major investment in coastal defence. The second
[and current] SMP reviews this work and identifies
further defence work where necessary.

Renewable Energy, Offshore

Minerals and Climate Change

5.4 Historically, gas and oil exploration has taken place
offshore from the Heritage Coast. The licences for
exploration are issued through the Department of Trade
& Industry. Such exploration could well have a significant
impact on the Heritage Coast, not only from a seascape
point of view but potentially from a pollution, wildlife and
maritime archaeology aspect. The importance of the
Heritage Coast needs to be fully recognised by the
Department and Crown Estates in relation to drawing up
licences for gas and oil exploration. 

5.5 There is a strong local, national and international
incentive for research into renewable energy sources in
the view of global warming, climate change and the
exploitation of the world’s natural resources. Coastal
areas may well be identified as locations for wind farms
and areas to harness wave power for renewable sources.
There are no current locations for wind farms identified
but there is a regional target for offshore wind power in
the current RSS of 160 MW by 2010 which is being
increased in the emerging RSS to 240MW by 2010 and
690MW by 2021. These may well have a detrimental
impact on the Heritage Coast and as such, the value and
importance of the Heritage Coast needs to be taken into
consideration with any such potential developments. 

5.6 Climate change is now widely accepted as an issue that
will affect our everyday lives. It brings about many
challenges and opportunities for the Heritage Coast.
Likely sea level rise, increase in sea temperature, warmer,
wetter summers and drier winters will all pose various
pressures on our coastline. Coastal defence works are
dealt with through the Shoreline Management Plan
review but the potential for coastal tourism to expand is
a very real issue. The possibility of longer summers
combined with high quality facilities on the coast and a
greater recognition of ‘green tourism’ may well bring
about a significant change in the visitor trends and the
impacts it may bring to our Heritage Coast.
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Strategy Objectives By Whom ? Timescale Funding sources Priority Target Forum
area

Develop results of landscape
assessments in 4 identified
areas [2.3] A

CPO & farmers
& landowners

2008- 2010 ESS, UMS, LIF
other landscape
funding

2 1 project in each
area 2009

No

Creation/retention of strip 
of semi natural vegetation
[2.5] B

CWO/ CPO/
farmers &
landowners

5 year
period
2008 -2013

ESS, moving path
agreement,
Marine Bill, NE

1 All coastal cliff
top fields by
2012

Yes

Increase semi natural habitats
through positive management
[2.7]

CPO/
landowners

Ongoing ESS, UMS, LIF 2 2 sites by 2009 Yes

Re introduce grazing of
coastal slopes at identified
locations [2.10] D

CPO/
landowners /
NT/ Grazing
Animals project

2008- 2009 NPA – subject to
feasibility study,
ESS, LIF

2 2 sites by 2009 Yes

Promote woodland
management in coastal gills
[2.8] C

CPO/ NPA/ NT /
owners

5 year
period

EWGS, NPA 3 Write to owners
2008

Yes

Develop projects from
Coastal & Marine BAP [2.10] D

BAP partners 5 year
period

ESS, NPA, NT, LIF 1 3 projects by
2010

No

Continue to support
geological conservation
projects on the Heritage
Coast [2.11] E

NPA, Dinosaur
Coast Project

5 year
period

NYMNPA, SBC 3 Yes

Target villages at
Skinningrove, Staithes,
Runswick, Sandsend, Robin
Hood’s Bay for village
enhancements [2.13] F

NPA/ SBC/
RCBC/ EH/PCs

2008 - 2011 EH, NPA, SBC,
RCBC

1 One project per
village by 2010

No

Continue to ameliorate
eyesores in the landscape
[2.15] G

CPO/NPA/SBC/
RCBC/ NYCC

2008- 2010 NPA/SBC/RCBC/
NYCC

1 1 scheme by
2010

Yes

Ensure all coastal landowners
have knowledge of any
archaeological features on
their land and responsibilities
towards them [2.17] H

CPO/NPA/EH/S
BC/ NYCC

5 year
period

CPO partners 2 Write to
landowners by
2009

Yes

Continue to undertake
archaeological conservation
projects on the Heritage
Coast [2.18] H/I

NPA, NYCC, EH 5 year
period

NPA, NYCC, EH 3 Develop plan
from results of
RCZA

Yes

Abbreviations
CPO Coastal Projects Officer [Funded by NPA,SBC, NYCC, RCBC,NE]

ESS Environmental Stewardship [Natural England funding]

UMS/ LIF Upland Management Scheme/ Landscape Intervention Fund 
[Grant for capital works from NYMNPA]

NYMNPA North York Moors National Park Authority [also NPA]

CWO Cleveland Way Officer

NT National Trust

EWGS English Woodland Grant Scheme [operated by Forestry Commission]

BAP Biodiversity Action Plan

SBC Scarborough Borough Council

RCBC Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council

EH English Heritage

HLF Heritage Lottery Fund

NE Natural England

NYCC North Yorkshire County Council

MCS Marine Conservation Society

EA Environment Agency

ICZM Integrated Coastal Zone Management

Coastal Forum North Yorkshire & Cleveland Coastal Forum

PCs Parish Councils

Priority
1  To further the national Heritage Coast targets relating to landscape, 

public access and environmental health issues

2  To work towards national targets through manageable schemes 
by the coastal projects officer

3  To create awareness of the benefits of enhanced management of the Heritage Coast

Forum Area Y/N Can these actions be undertaken beyond the current Heritage Coast boundary covering
the whole Coastal Forum area ?

Reference to strategy e.g (2.3) A - relates to section 2.3 of the strategy and Key Objective A

NORTH YORKSHIRE & CLEVELAND HERITAGE COAST ACTION PLAN

2008 - 2013

CONSERVATION



Strategy Objectives By Whom ? Timescale Funding sources Priority Target Forum
area

Pursue further methods of
interpretation to visitors and
local people on the Heritage
Coast [3.5] J

NT/ NPA/ EH 5 year
period

2 1 per village by
2012

Yes

Promote an understanding of
the environment of the coast
to neighbouring communities
at Teesside [3.6] J

NPA/NT,
Heritage
Connections
project

2008-2010 NPA, HLF 2 4 talks to
communities by
2009

Yes

Promote educational
opportunities at major access
points to the Heritage Coast
[3.8] J

NPA/NT Ongoing 2 Monitor use via
NP education
service

No

Encourage environmental arts
projects to celebrate the local
distinctiveness of coastal
villages [3.9] J

NPA/CPO Ongoing 2 1 project per
village by 2010

Yes

Continue with the programme
of updating the outdoor
coastal information panels
[3.10] J

CWO/CPO/NPA 2008-2010 NPA funding 2 1 panel per year No

Monitor use of informal
recreation points by carrying
out visitor surveys [3.11] K

CPO/NPA 2008-2009 CPO budget 2 Develop
questionnaire &
ask visitors

Yes

Monitor the use of inshore
waters on the rural sections
of the coast for activities that
impact on the tranquillity of
the environment [3.17] K

CPO Ongoing CPO partners 2 Ongoing
monitoring from
site visits

Yes

Ensure all public rights of way
within the Heritage Coast are
properly managed [3.14] L

NPA/
RCBC/SBC/
NYCC

Ongoing NPA/NYCC/SBC/
RCBC

1 No

Promote the old railway track
between Scarborough &
Whitby for appropriate
informal recreation [3.15] L

SBC/ NPA/ CPO Ongoing SBC 2 Yes

Undertake actions to deter
illegal use of the old railway
by off road motorbikes [3.15] L

SBC/NPA/CPO Ongoing SBC 3 Install physical
barriers &
monitor

No

Ensure the Heritage Coast
message is readily available 
to visitors & residents in the
area [3.18] N

CPO/ NPA/
SBC/ RCBC/ NT

Ongoing 2 Re run of HC
leaflets to TICs
etc. by 2010

No
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Strategy Objectives By Whom ? Timescale Funding
resources

Priority Target Forum
area

PUBLIC ENJOYMENT AND RECREATION

HEALTH OF COASTAL WATERS AND BEACHES

Continue to support the 
‘Adopt A Beach’ & Beachwatch
campaigns locally via contact
with residents groups [4.5] P

CPO, MCS Ongoing CPO 1 Support local
groups and act
as focal point 
for scheme

Yes

Identify marine litter
‘hotspots’ and actively clear
where necessary [4.6] Q

CPO, RCBC, SBC Ongoing CPO, RCBC, SBC 1 Actively clear
and regularly
monitor ‘hotspots’

Yes

Continue to investigate water
quality failures at Staithes and
promote agri-environment
schemes in the Staithes water
catchment area [4.11] R

EA, CPO 2008-2010 ESS 1 Write to all
farms with ESS
advice

No

Ensure rocky shore surveys
are carried out within each
parish to determine current
biodiversity [4.14] S

CPO/ NPA 2008 NPA/ NE 1 3 transects 
per year

No

Respond to Water Framework
Directive as appropriate once
scope and definitions become
clear  [4.16]

EA/ NPA/
Coastal Forum

1 Yes

Strategy Objectives By Whom ? Timescale Funding
resources

Priority Target Forum
area

OTHER ISSUES

Planning policy actions –
Ensure Heritage Coast aims &
objectives are included when
developing RSS and LDFs [1.32]

NPA/ SBC/
RCBC

Ongoing 1 As above Yes

Ensure Heritage Coast object-
ives are taken into account
regarding any proposals for off
shore oil & gas exploration [5.4]

ICZM/ Coastal
Forum

Ongoing 1 Liaise with
planning
authorities

Yes

Ensure Heritage Coast object-
ives are taken into account
with any new developments
in local development
frameworks and in relation to
renewable energy sources [5.5]

ICZM/ Coastal
Forum

Ongoing 1 As above Yes

Ensure Heritage Coast
objectives are taken into
account in any proposals for
shoreline defence projects [5.2]

CPO/ ICZM/
Coastal Forum

2008 1 CPO to attend 4
meetings of SMP
per year

Yes

Revisit plans to define
Scarborough to Flamborough
Head as Heritage Coast [1.20]

SBC/NYCC/
CPO/ NE

By 2009 NE 1 Investigate NEs
position on
defining more
Heritage Coasts

Yes
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