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1.0
INTRODUCTION


Teesmouth Bird Club’s Appraisal Process


1.1
The Teesmouth Bird Club (TBC) was founded in 1960 and is one of the longest-standing nature conservation bodies in the Tees Valley, with a particularly good knowledge of the Tees Estuary.  We produce the annual ‘Cleveland Bird Report’ and are responsible reviewing all bird records within our recording area (defined by the boundary of the former County of Cleveland, now the 4 unitary authorities of Hartlepool, Stockton-on-Tees, Middlesbrough and Redcar and Cleveland).  Our membership is well over 300 and many of our members undertake the monthly estuarine Wetland Bird Survey (WeBS) counts for the Wildfowl and Wetlands Trust in the Tees Estuary, coastal breeding seabird counts and local census work.  Despite being a non-statutory consultee, we have a huge knowledge of the Cleveland coast, from Hart Warren to Staithes (within our recording area) and are pleased to be consulted on the the Final Draft SMP2 proposals.

1.2
The SMP2 report has been reviewed by the TBC’s Conservation Sub-Committee and the comments contained herein reflect the official views of the Club.  We are aware that the SMP is very much ‘broad brush’ at this stage and that more detailed proposals for the coastal cells identified will be drawn up at a later stage and EIAs undertaken for these.  Our comments, therefore, reflect this. 

1.3
Several of our members have attended the briefing/presentation sessions by the consultants, Royal Haskoning, at Hartlepool and Redcar and have provided feedback to the Conservation Sub Committee.

1.4 We have confined our comments to key areas of the SMP2 that lie within our area of expertise and to the Cleveland section of the Plan (which lies within the TBC’s recording area), from Crimdon Dene southwards to Staithes Beck.

2.0
GENERAL COMMENTS


Over-arching Key Concerns

2.1 Our key concerns are as follows:

· As the SMP2 document clearly states, much of the Cleveland coastline has statutory designations, including SPA, Ramsar, SSSI, Teesmouth National Nature Reserve and Heritage Coast.  These reflect the international and national importance of this stretch of coastline for nature conservation, heritage and recreation.

· The Environment Agency’s ‘Tees Tidal Flood Risk management Strategy’ has assessed flooding in relation to the potential rise in sea level and predicts that, if no action is taken, ‘coastal squeeze’ will reduce the inter-tidal area by about 25 hectares over the next 50 years.  We are, therefore, concerned that any SMP2 proposals do not result in a reduction in inter-tidal area.  The Tees Estuary has only 7% of this habitat remaining, following several centuries of reclamation.  We would prefer solutions that increase the inter-tidal area (eg managed realignment or natural processes of inundation).

· The rocky and sandy foreshores at North Sands, Hartlepool Headland, Seaton Carew, South Gare, Redcar and Marske hold major populations of wintering shorebirds, including Purple Sandpiper (Calidris maritima), Sanderling (Calidris alba), Knot (Calidris canutus), Redshank (Tringa totanus) and Oystercatcher (Haematopus ostralegus).  


Defences that destroy or drastically reduce these habitats, including major rock armouring, would be environmentally damaging, as well as harming the attractive natural settings of these lengths of coastline.

3.0
SPECIFIC COMMENTS ON THE SMP2

3.1 Our specific comments on the Cleveland sections of the SMP2 are outlined in Table 1, which we hope you will find useful.

3.2
Our comments focus solely on ornithological issues and concerns but we fully 
understand that the SMP has been developed on a holistic approach, in which a balance of 
human 
factors, safety, 
economics and environment has to be taken into account.  
However, the TBC would wish to see the least environmentally damaging solutions being 
progressed, as far as possible.

4.0
FURTHER CONSULTATION

4.1
We understand that more detailed proposals for each coastal cell will be drawn up in the future and will, presumably, be the subject of separate EIAs and consultation processes.  As the leading ornithological body in Cleveland, with a wealth of data accumulated over 56 years since the Club was first formed, we would welcome the opportunity to be involved in any future consultations.

4.2
If any specialist ornithological surveys or studies are required, the TBC could assist with these, as we have some very high calibre field ornithologists.

TABLE 1

TBC’S DETAILED COMMENTS ON THE FINAL DRAFT SMP2

	SM2 CELL AND PREFERRED OPTION
	TBC’S COMMENTS



	PDZ 4: CHOURDON POINT TO HARTLEPOOL HEADLAND

To hold the line at North Sands and then controlled retreat.  Possible creation of new breakwaters at the northern end of the Headland and the creation of ‘buffer zones’ to reduce impact on SPA.

Hold the Line south to Hartlepool Headland.
	· Our main concern in this section is the potential loss of important foreshore habitat (sandy and rocky), which hold significant numbers of wintering shorebirds, such as Sanderling, Knot, Redshank, Oystercatcher and Purple Sandpiper.  The extensive Magnesian Limestone platform provides excellent habitat, with rock pools interspersed with areas of sand, ideal for a range of shorebirds.  Rock armouring, in particular, would be environmentally damaging and unsightly on this scenic stretch of foreshore.
· We would have no major concerns over the construction of new breakwaters as these would involve significantly less damage to the SPA and create areas of more sheltered water for birds.

· We would not wish to see the loss of sand dunes at Hart Warren.

· Spion Kop LNR/Old Cemetery, although occasionally attractive to small migrant birds, such as Wheatear, Meadow Pipit and Black Redstart, is not a significant area ornithologically, though clearly it is of cultural and historic interest.



	PDZ 5: HARTLEPOOL HEADLAND TO SALTBURN SCAR

(1) HARTLEPOOL HEADLAND 

Hold the line.  Loss of the seaward section of Heugh Breakwater and invest in defences to adjacent areas, eg rock armouring.


	· The Magnesian Limeston outcrop at Hartlepool Headland is important for the same reasons as outlined above.  The seas immediately off Heugh Lighthouse/Battery has a significant population of Harbour Porpoises, which often feed close inshore.  The impact of any proposals on these cetaceans would need to be assessed.  Headland is designated ‘Tees and Hartlepool Foreshore and Wetlands SSSI’.

· We would not wish to see significant areas of alien rock armouring covering attractive and important rocky and sand foreshore habitat, bearing in mind the importance of this area and its designations.

· We would prefer a solution that involves the repair and continued use of the Heugh Breakwater, which is a major feature of the Headland and provides significant protection from wave action to Middleton Beach and Harbour to the south and shelter for birds during adverse weather conditions.



	(2) NEWBURN BRIDGE TO NORTH GARE

Newburn to the pumping station south of Seaton Carew hold the line.  

South of Seaton Carew - no active intervention, allowing the Seaton Dunes to roll back.  

North Gare – hold the structure.
	· There is environmental benefit in allowing natural processes to continue south of Seaton Carew, although the gradual loss of the golf course will result in the loss of high tide feeding areas for waders, notably Redshank, Turnstone and Oystercatcher when this is periodically flooded (particularly the area nearest the Clubhouse).  The gradual disappearance of the long line of Sea Buckthorn bushes between Seaton Carew and North Gare, known locally as ‘North Gare Bushes’, as the dunes retreat will result in the loss of an important migrant ‘hot spot’ for small land birds.  This would occur in any event under natural processes.  Any land management plan for the area behind the dunes should allow for the retention/replacement of this scrub habitat – the most extensive area of Sea Buckthorn in Cleveland.



	(3) NORTH GARE TO SEAL SANDS

Allow retreat.
	· We would support the overall policy of retreat to allow the natural development of sand dunes and inter-tidal areas.  This would clearly be the most advantageous to the SPA, Ramsar site and TINR.



	(4) SOUTH GARE TO BRAN SANDS

South Gare – hold the structure for strategic reasons.

Bran Sands – natural retreat (no active intervention).


	· TBC would support this option as the most environmentally acceptable.  This is a vitally important wintering area for many species of wader and wildfowl.

	(5) COATHAM SANDS TO REDCAR

South Gare – maintain the structure.

Coatham Sands – no active intervention.

Western flank to Redcar – hold the line.

Redcar seafront – hold the line.


	· TBC would support these preferred options.  The South Gare and Coatham Sands SSSI foreshore is an important feeding area for Sanderling, Dunlin, Knot, Redshank, Turnstone and Oystercatcher and Coatham Sands, near the Gare, occasionally hold breeding Little Terns (a Schedule 1 species).  The area immediately to the east of the Breakwater is very important for migrant birds, most notably the old slag quarries and lagoons, the ‘Cabin Rocks’ (a large area of topped slag) and the ‘Shrike Bushes’.

· ‘Hard’ sea defence solutions should be confined to existing defence lines along Redcar seafront, in order to avoid environmentally and visually obtrusive structures, such as heavy rock armouring.



	(6) REDCAR TO SALTBURN

Eastern flank of Redcar – hold the line but possible medium-term retreat, while maintaining long-term flood defence of the area.

Marske – hold the line.

Saltburn – hold the current line of defence.
	· TBC has no major concerns over these preferred options, provided that the integrity of the foreshore along The Stray is maintained/developed through natural marine processes.  This section of foreshore is also frequently used by shorebirds, particularly in winter.

	PDZ 6: SKINNINGROVE

(1) SALTBURN TO HUNT CLIFF

Allow continued natural development of the shoreline.


	· The TBC supports this option, as it causes no damage to this important stretch of coastline, which holds many breeding seabirds, including Kittiwake, Cormorant, Razorbill and Herring Gull.  

	(2) HUNT CLIFF TO HUMMERSEA CLIFF

Maintain inner section of Skinningrove Jetty with rock.

Skiningrove – hold the line and manage defences locally.

No active intervention elsewhere.


	· TBC supports this option as it maintains the natural development of the coastline, particularly the retention of Cattersty Sands – an important feeding area for migrating and wintering shorebirds, notably Oystercatcher, Redshank and Turnstone.

· Rock armouring at the base of the inner face of the jetty should result in only minimal loss of inter-tidal area.  If possible, locally-sourced rock should be used.



	PDZ: HUMMERSEA SCAR TO STAITHES

(1) HUMMERSEA TO COWBAR

No active intervention. Maintain natural coastal processes/environment.


	· TBC supports this option, as it will not impact on the current conservation value of the sea cliffs as a breeding area for large numbers of seabirds.

	(2) COWBAR TO STAITHES

SHORT-TERM: No further active works to existing defences at toe and summit of Cowbar Cliff. Relocate Cowbar Lane, as necessary.

MEDIUM TERM: As existing defences fall into disrepair, allow a period of retreat, with further works to extend the defence along Cowbar Cliff. Maintain/replace existing defences in other areas.

LONG-TERM: Defence at set-back line along Cowbar Cliff, linking to north breakwater at Staithes.


	· TBC supports the short-term option, as it will not impact on the current conservation value of the sea cliffs as a breeding area for large numbers of seabirds.

· The options for the short and medium terms will clearly involve significant works to improve and extend the existing defences as these fail, presumably including extensive rock armouring.  This will result in the loss of a relatively small area of beach at the base of the cliffs and help to maintain Cowbar Cliff as a breeding area for seabirds.  Clearly, the potential loss of properties of Cowbar and the protection of Staithes are key concerns in this location.
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	BOULBY CLIFF: IMPORTANT FOR BREEDING SEABIRDS
	SEATON SNOOK, TEES ESTUARY: ONE OF THE KEY SHOREBIRD AREAS
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	COWBAR FROM BOULBY
	NORTH GARE SANDS – IMPORTANT SHOREBIRD AREA.
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THE TEES MOUTH, SHOWING THE NORTH AND SOUTH GARES:

This is an area of international importance and we would support any flood defence proposals which retain and enhance the current inter-tidal habitats through solutions involving managed realignment or minimum intervention.



	HARTLEPOOL HEADLAND LOOKING SOUTH FROM HART WARREN
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