GG4GenBKI2: Management strategies may be evaluated in relation to their success in dealing with 
· gemorphological processes, 
· human activities, 
· impact on communities some distance from their point of implementation.
Notes:

1. devising and implementation of strategies involves choices (options) or a combination of choices (options).

2. a number of different agencies are involved in the decision taking process and implementation of management strategies – local, regional, national agencies of various kinds, NGOs e.g. environmental groups and the general public, particularly since planning is now open to public scrutiny and influence. Different agencies may have different priorities and even opposing priorities when considering strategy choices and their implementation.

As a result the resultant strategies may be a compromise and not the best. Any evaluation of the strategies implemented should take into account the extent to which the views and aims of different agencies have been met as well as being adjudged on the basis of other criteria.

3. Any strategy or combination of strategies will involve consideration of both a reduction of the adverse impact of geomorphological processes and the adverse effect of the impact of human activity. However, the balance of consideration may vary depending on whether the central concern is for adverse human impact on geomorphological processes and landform or the impact of geomorphological processes and landform on human activity.

4. Geomorphological processes are part of a dynamic system. Thus any implementation of a strategy or strategies will not only affect the impact of any particular geomorphological process, but the total system and its dynamics. The implications for the system as a whole should thus be considered.

Summary of the range/Continuum of Stargey Choices and Combinations

The strategy or combination of strategies may vary from one location to another within the area under consideration.

· Prevention or control of geomorphological processes by soft (including managed retreat) or/and engineering schemes.
· Management of human activities – choices include prevention of access and bans on certain or all use of the area under impact – control of occupation and character of land use through planning controls and zoning affecting access, location and design of buildings and infrastructure and land use.

· Neutral or non-interventionist strategy.

Evaluation and Assessment of Management Strategy/Strategies Adopted
· Assessment of the inherent strengths and weaknesses of the policy making process itself and planned strategies prior to implementation.

· Assessment on a financial cost/benefit basis – e.g. does the cost exceed the financial savings or benefits gained. This assessment may be over a particular time period. But there are also indirect costs and financial benefits to be considered beyond those of the agencies bearing the direct costs of the management strategies. For example, exclusion of access or land use control may involve businesses or individuals in cost or loss of income. For other businesses or individuals there may be measurable benefits. Some costs and benefits cannot be measured in monetary terms e.g. preservation of a landform of aesthetic value, saving of or enhancement of human life.

· Extent to which the strategy(ies) achieves its aims in controlling or lessening the undesired impact(s).

· In terms of effects on neighbouring areas e.g. problems and pressures may be transferred elsewhere.

· Projected life of management strategy(ies) – cost of renewal

· Extent to which each agency or body involved feels the implemented strategy(ies) has achieved the objectives as perceived by each agency and body directly  and indirectly involved or affected.

· Having considered the interests of the different participants and the actual evidence ‘on the ground’ a summary evaluation (overall judgement) has  to be made as to the extent the strategy(ies) has been successful.
