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6 ACTION PLAN

6.1 Introduction

The Action Plan identifies where works are anticipated and where further investigations are necessary to resolve outstanding uncertainties, and
aims to provide information on operational activities and monitoring requirements at a broad SMP scale. It summarises the actions that are
likely to be required for the implementation of final SMP recommendations, consequences of the plan and ongoing shoreline management
before the next review of the SMP in approx. 10 years time.

The focus of the Action Plan, however, is not limited within the SMP review programme as it may identify issues relating to medium or long-
term planning which may take a considerable length of time to conclude (e.g. legislative matters or long-term monitoring). Implementing the
SMP policies and the actions in the Action Plan will depend on availability of funding, from the national flood and coastal erosion risk
management budget, or from other national sources or from local and/or third-party funding.

The Action Plan is a key element for the North Solent SMP because for a number of Policy Units the confirmation and delivery of the final policy
recommendations in the medium and long term epochs will be determined through subsequent detailed studies, monitoring and research,
necessary to resolve uncertainties. This will improve our understanding and inform the emerging Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management
Studies and future reviews of SMP policy decisions.

The Action Plan is to be considered a ‘live’ document and will be updated, monitored and reviewed through regular meetings of the Southern
Coastal Group (see http://www.southerncoastalgroup.org.uk). This approach will continue the partnership working and will enable stakeholders
and Elected Members to be informed of progress.
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