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• The General Assembly will return to Raleigh for its short session in mid May. They hope 
to adjourn by the end of July. The major DENR initiatives for this short session are: the 
coastal stormwater rules, a drought package and the Figure 8 terminal groin issue. The 
Governor’s budget will probably be released just prior to the legislature convening. CHPP 
items in the DENR budget request to the Governor include: a BIMP Coordinator (DCM), a 
Wetlands Specialist (DCM) and 3 Permit Reviewers (DMF). 

• Steve noted that the EMC has formed a Renewable Energy Committee. The first issue they 
will begin to look into is wind energy. The first meeting of the committee will be on May 
7th. Both Tom Ellis and Pete Peterson are on this committee. 

 
DEH/Shellfish Sanitation – Patti Fowler 

• Shellfish Sanitation is beginning to expand its shoreline survey work. They have 
completed their surveys of the shellfish areas and now will begin detailed surveys of 
shorelines not associated with shellfish areas.  They plan to start a workgroup to discuss 
how to design additional shoreline surveys to enhance compliance with existing rules, per 
the CHPP recommendation. 

Estuarine Shoreline Stabilization: 
Bonnie Bendell, from DCM, and Carolyn Currin, from NOAA, gave power point presentations 
regarding the estuarine shoreline issue. Bonnie’s presentation summarized the recommendations 
found in DCM’s Shoreline Stabilization Work Group Report. She looked at the suitability of 
different types of stabilization methods on specific shoreline types. Bonnie also noted that DCM 
held Marine Contractor workshops.  Comments from contractors included 1) they would much 
prefer to avoid the major permit process if possible; 2) sills were good but not a guarantee that 
they will work;  3)homeowners were scared of hazards associated with riprap; 4) modifications to 
bulkhead rules such as moving back doesn’t impact their business, but removing the option 
completely does.  Carolyn’s presentation was on specific projects she was working on, regarding 
the effects on estuarine habitat by different types of stabilization methods.  She looked at sediment 
accretion and stem density behind sills vs. in natural marsh, and compared the edge vs. interior of 
marsh vegetation.   Negative aspects of sills are that they appear to have higher accretion rates and 
take up a greater footprint of shallow soft bottom.  However, they can provide more protection for 
wetland habitat in the long run than bulkheads and have less erosion impacts to adjacent property 
than bulkheads. 
 

Bulkhead/Buffer Rule: 
 After lunch, Pete opened a discussion regarding the proposed bulkhead rules by DCM and the  

compromise between DCM and DWQ regarding those rules. Jim Gregson related to the committee 
the outcome of the joint meeting between the staffs of DCM and DWQ. It was decided that DCM 
and the CRC would move forward with the General Permit for stabilization method other than 
vertical structures. Jim will send a policy memo to his field staff regarding the General Permits 
and how they are to be approached with regards to placement and mean high water. Only projects 
under the major permit with specific justification as to why may be placed waterward of MHW. 
The justification must demonstrate a significant need such as a high erosion rate.  
 
Al Hodge noted that many residents were currently getting permits for bulkheads for the primary 
purpose of decimating the buffer. Al also noted the difficulties in dealing with the inconsistencies 
between DCM’s rules and the rules of DWQ. Everyone agreed that DWQ needed to address how 
to determine if an erosion problem exists and how severe.  Bob Emory informed the committee 
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that the more desirable stabilization methods are oftentimes harder to get permitted through DCM 
than bulkheads. The CRC is working to remove those disincentives. Tracy Skrabal stated that the 
CRC must look at rule changes in order to get vertical structures out of the general permit 
category.  Carolyn Currin suggested putting the bulkhead rules on the table and start the process of 
getting them out of the general permits. Bonnie Bendell stated that there was current proposed 
legislation in Maryland that would require homeowners to utilize living shoreline stabilization 
options if possible before they could use other hardened structures.  
 
It was agreed upon that Pete would form a subgroup of the committee to address these issues and 
bring to the CHPP Steering Committee a list of available options. Included in their report will be 
whether or not it requires a change in policy or a change in rule. The members of the subgroup 
will be: Bob Emory (chair), Pete Peterson, Jess Hawkins, Ted Tyndall, Al Hodge, Bonnie Bendell, 
and Chuck Bissett. Bob will also call on any others that the group feels need to be a part of the 
discussion. Others mentioned were: Tracey Skrabal, Carolyn Currin and Spencer Rogers. Coleen 
mentioned that the divisions need to sit down together and determine how to make these things 
happen. It was also noted that this could be used to inform and educate the public with regards to 
better alternatives to hardened structures. Anne reminded the group that Carolyn’s and Rebecca’s 
CICEET grant has a large public outreach component to it and that should be utilized within this 
effort as well.  

 
DCM and DWQ have an agreement on how to issue bulkheads when in a Neuse or Tar-Pamlico 
river basin where buffer rules apply.  DCM will give a BMP sheet to the applicant that explains 
what they can do in the buffer to install a bulkhead and what BMPs they can select.  If they sign it, 
it will be attached to the GP and DCM will send copy to DWQ.   However, they can not force an 
applicant to sign it. Ted Tyndall and Al Hodge will be working on this.   

 
Minutes 

Jess Hawkins made a motion that the minutes form the January meeting be approved as written. 
The motion was seconded by BJ Copeland and passed without corrections or dissent. 

 
Endocrine Disruptors 

A committee to look at endocrine disruptors has been formed since the last CHPP Steering 
Committee meeting. The members of the Emerging Contaminants Workgroup are: BJ Copeland 
(NC Marine Fisheries Commission - Chair), Mary Giorgino and Jerad Bales (USGS), Sara 
Mirabilio (Sea Grant), Connie Brower (DWQ), Barbara Grimes (DEH), Bob Roer (UNC-W), 
Larry Gabriel (Dept. of Ag), Damian Shea (NCSU), Pat McClellan-Green (NCSU), Lynn Henry 
(DMF), Katy West and Anne Deaton (DMF staff support).  
 
The first meeting of the workgroup was held on March 10th. The initial action will be to develop a 
working white paper. The group heard a report from the USGS regarding their sampling protocol 
for contaminants in all 50 states. They have 3 sampling sites in NC. They reported that 47% of all 
sites sampled had elevated levels of pharmaceuticals. There is currently a graduate student at 
UNC-CH who is working on how to remove pharmaceuticals from the water. The student has two 
methods already approved. Duke University and NCSU have been working on the effects of 
pharmaceuticals on specific fisheries, most notably the blue crab. Their next meeting will be on 
May 7th in Washington. 
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Responsibilities of CHPP Steering Committee Members 
Pete concluded the meeting by leading a discussion regarding the role and responsibilities of he 
members of the CSC. He noted that the purpose of the CSC is to discuss issues we can move 
forward with that will facilitate ecosystem protection and enhancement.  CSC members, being 
more informed on these issues, need to clarify and support CHPP initiatives to their fellow 
commission members.  It was asked that there be a specific time set aside at each CSC meeting to 
discuss any concerns, disagreements and alerts among the membership. It was noted with regard 
to the SAV issue that Robin Smith has been asked to attend the next CRC meeting and lead 
discussion regarding the need for interagency cooperation and the roles of each agency specified 
in the CAMA legislation. 

The next meeting will be held on August 4th, unless an urgent need to meet arises. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 2:45pm. 
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May 12, 2008 

 
MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:  CRC & CRAC 
 
FROM: Mike Lopazanski 
 
SUBJECT: CRC Comprehensive Beach Management Subcommittee Report 
 
Committee members present:  
 
Bob Emory (CRC, Subcommittee Chair)  Spencer Rogers (CRAC) 
Jim Leutze (CRC)     Wayland Sermons (CRC) 
Renee Cahoon (CRC, by phone)   Bill Morrison (CRAC) 
Harry Simmons (CRAC)    Joan Weld (CRC) 
Phil Harris (for Deborah Anderson CRAC, by phone) 
 
Meeting Context 
 
The CRC Comprehensive Beach Management Subcommittee met May 9, 2008 
to discuss several of the Commission’s policies regarding the management of 
oceanfront development.  The subcommittee reviewed the current status of 
several issues; including the difficulty communities have in raising local funds to 
support beach nourishment projects, and the recent experience with the sandbag 
removal deadline.  The Subcommittee also discussed the Commission’s current 
authorities and that the current “erosion response policy” is centered on the 
hardened structures ban with retreat, relocation and beach nourishment being 
the preferred options.  It was decided that the discussion should remain within 
this context and the any recommendations would be directed toward a coast-
wide policy rather than any individual project. 
 
Beach and Inlet Management Plan 
 
The Subcommittee was briefed on progress of the Beach and Inlet Management 
Plan (BIMP) being developed by DCM, DWR and USACE.   As the primary focus 
of the BIMP is on data collection that will provide the information needed for 
beach nourishment and inlet relocation project permits, there was discussion of 
“post-BIMP” needs.  There was general discussion of how the initial BIMP 
product was not going to provide statewide coordination and larger regional 



sediment management guidance unless the General Assembly also funds the 
utilization of BIMP data.  Since the BIMP is a long-term process, there is a critical 
need for an investment in additional resources to use the tools being developed.  
The Subcommittee was advised that the Department has requested a new 
position associated with the BIMP to act as a liaison with local governments and 
serve on Project Delivery Team. 
 
Commissioner Leutze informed the Subcommittee that a letter confirming North 
Carolina’s participation in the South Atlantic Coastal Alliance was to be 
presented to Governor Easley on May 9th for his signature.  Commissioner 
Leutze will verify whether the letter was signed and recommended that the 
Commission consider action in support of the state’s participation. 
 
Sandbags 
 
The current policies regarding the use of sandbags for temporary erosion control 
was discussed in some detail including the history of use, structure 
specifications, the numerous extensions as well as examples of where structures 
have been relocated in keeping with the Commission’s management strategy.   
The subcommittee also discussed the CRC Science Panel’s recommendation to 
limit structure size, and heard of an alternative design involving a single tube that 
would only use 30-40% of the fabric of standard sandbags.  However, there was 
concern expressed as that there was not much information regarding their 
performance on steep slopes.  There was mention of a Petition for Rulemaking 
that will be considered at the upcoming CRC meeting as well as some 
amendments to the sandbag rule being proposed by DCM staff.  In light of the 
pending meeting, no recommendations were made to alter the Commission’s 
polices regarding temporary erosion control structures. 
 
Coastal Hazards 
 
The Subcommittee discussed how to increase the level of coastal hazards 
awareness in current and prospective oceanfront property owners.  Past efforts 
such as the Coastal Hazards Disclosure Bill were discussed as well as possible 
rulemaking that would limit the ability of property owners utilizing the single-family 
exception to get a sandbag permit. 
 
Following the discussions, a list of recommendations was developed for 
discussion at the upcoming CRC meeting in Washington. 
 
Recommendations 
 
1.  Resolution to the General Assembly supporting additional funding to 

accelerate development of the BIMP.  Request additional resources and 
personnel act as a liaison with local governments and to serve on the Project 
Delivery Team. 
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2.  Statement or letter to General Assembly supporting a stable and dedicated 

source of funding for beach nourishment to include: 
- Beaches as critical infrastructure 
- Maintenance of federal participation 
- Support for current federal funding formula 
- Use of BIMP data in justification 
 

3.  Creation of a committee to develop a beach education plan 
- Target coastal and inland communities 
- Include the protective value to non-project areas 
- Committee to also include non-CRC/CRAC members 

 
4.  Coastal Hazards Disclosure Efforts 

- Creative initiatives such as utilizing DCM Beach Access signs 
- Additional data on DCM website (sandbag locations) 
- Utilize Coastal Reserve Realtor workshops 
-  Update Sea Grant publication Answers on Purchasing Coastal Real 

Estate in NC 
- Engage coastal realtors 

 
5.  Condition certain CAMA permits to preclude the use of sandbags (single  

family exception) 
 
6.  Consideration of amendments to sandbag rule 
 
7.  Consideration of alternative sandbag structure design (geo-textile tube) 
 
8.  Letter to Governor endorsing NC involvement in Southeast Alliance  
 
9.  Presentation to CRC on innovative funding strategies for beach nourishment  

projects 
 
10. Consideration of beach management and oceanfront development strategies 

consistent with the CRC’s current authority. 
 











Item # Rule  Citation Rule Title  May '08 Status
CRC Action 

1/1/2008
CRC Action 

3/1/2008
CRC Action 

5/1/2008
CRC Action 

7/1/2008
CRC Action 

9/1/2008
CRC Action 
11/1/2008

1 15A NCAC 7B.0802
Presentation of CAMA Land Use 
Plans for Certification

Approved by RRC, 
Effective 4/1/08 Adopted

2 15A NCAC 7H.0205 Coastal Wetlands
Going to Public 

Hearing
Approved for 

Hearing Public Hearing

3 15A NCAC 7H.0208 Estuarine System Use Standards
On hold for SAV 

Definition
Discussion of 
SAV Definition

4 15A NCAC 7H.0209 Estuarine Shorelines
Approved by RRC, 

Effective 4/1/08 Adopted

5 15A NCAC 7H.0305
General Identification and 
Description of Landforms

Approved by RRC, 
Effective 4/1/08 Adopted

6 15A NCAC 7H.0306
General Use Standards for Ocean 
Hazard Areas

Going to Public 
Hearings

Approved for 
Hearing Public Hearings

7 15A NCAC 7H.0308
Specific Use Standards for Ocean 
Hazard Areas

Approved by RRC, 
Effective 4/1/08 Adopted

8 15A NCAC 7H.0309
Use Standards for Ocean Hazard 
Areas:  Exceptions

Scheduled for 
discussion

Discussed 
changes

Can approve for 
Hearing

9 15A NCAC 7H.0310
Use Standards for Inlet Hazard 
Areas

Scheduled for 
discussion

Scheduled for 
Discussion

10 15A NCAC 7H.0312
Technical Standards for Beach Fill 
Projects Pending RRC Adopted

11 15A NCAC 7H.1100 
GP, Constr. of Bulkheads & 
Placement of Riprap

Scheduled for 
discussion

Scheduled for 
Discussion

12 15A NCAC 7H.1200 
GP for Construction of Piers, Docks 
& Boat Houses

On hold for SAV 
Definition

Discussion of 
SAV Definition

13 15A NCAC 7H.1400
GP for Construction of Groins in 
Estuarine & PT Waters

Going to Public 
Hearing

Approved for 
Hearing Public Hearing

14 15A NCAC 7H.2100
GP for Marsh Enhancement 
Breakwaters

Going to Public 
Hearing

Approved for 
Hearing Public Hearing

15 15A NCAC 7H.2400
GP for Placement of Riprap for 
Wetland Protection

Going to Public 
Hearing

Approved for 
Hearing Public Hearing

16 15A NCAC 7J.0701 Variance Petitions
Going to Public 

Hearing
Approved for 

Hearing Public Hearing

17 15A NCAC 7J.0702 Staff Review of Variance Petitions
Pending at 
Legislature

18 15A NCAC 7J.0703
Procedures for Deciding Variance 
Petitions

Going to Public 
Hearing

Approved for 
Hearing Public Hearing

19 15A NCAC 7J.1200 Static Line Exception Procedures
Going to Public 

Hearings
Approved for 

Hearings Public Hearings

20 15A NCAC 7M.0300 Shorefront Access Policies
Approved for 

Hearing Public Hearing

No further action necessary

No further action necessary

No further action necessary

COASTAL RESOURCES COMMISSION RULEMAKING STATUS - MAY 2008

No further action necessary

No further action necessary
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CRC Information Item 

May 7, 2008 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 
TO: CRC & Interested Parties 
FROM: Tancred Miller 
SUBJECT: Rulemaking Update 
 
Along with this memo is a spreadsheet that contains all of the Commission’s rules that are 
currently in some phase of the rulemaking process—from those being proposed for initial action 
to those reviewed by the Rules Review Commission since the last CRC meeting.  Listed below 
is a description and recent history of the CRC’s action on each rule.  Complete drafts of rules 
scheduled for public hearing at this meeting will be available on the DCM website. 
 

RULE DESCRIPTIONS 
 

1. 15A NCAC 7B.0802 Presentation of CAMA Land Use Plans for Certification 
Status:  Approved by the Rules Review Commission for 4/01/08 effective date. 
Purposes for this rule change are 1) to establish that the summary reports that DCM 
submits to the CRC’s designated committee shall be in writing, 2) to clarify that local 
governments need simply to submit their draft land use plans to the CRC’s designated 
committee, and to relieve local government representatives of the burden of appearing in 
person before the committee and the CRC if they choose not to, and 3) to clarify that 
public comments to the CRC’s designated committee shall be made in writing. 
 

2. 15A NCAC 7H.0205 Coastal Wetlands (Marsh Alteration) 
Status:  CRC approved draft rule language in March for July public hearing. 
The purpose of the proposed amendments to this rule is to begin regulating certain types 
of marsh alteration, primarily mowing and burning.  The CRC has received two Attorney 
General Opinions asserting the Commission’s authority to regulate marsh alteration as 
development.  Staff does not feel that alteration is a ubiquitous problem, and has 
scientific evidence that most mowing and burning seen in NC is not detrimental to the 
marsh.   
 

3. 15A NCAC 7H.0208 Estuarine System Use Standards (Docks & Piers) 
Status:  Conditionally approved for public hearing.  Review of the Marine Fisheries 
Commission’s proposed definition of SAV habitat scheduled for the CRC’s May meeting.   
The CRC approved this rule for public hearing in July 2007, conditional on review and 
approval of the MFC’s new definition of SAV habitat and satisfactory permitting 
coordination with DCM.  Staff will report at this meeting on the new SAV habitat 
definition and on the interagency coordination agreement that has been developed. 
 



4. 15A NCAC 7H.0209 Estuarine Shorelines (Urban Waterfronts) 
Status:  Approved by the Rules Review Commission for 4/01/08 effective date. 
The amendments clarify the description of urban waterfront areas by adding a central 
business or similar zoning classification requirement to be consistent with the existing 
industrial zoned area requirement, and make it clear that existing structures over public 
trust waters may be replaced once vertical expansion is limited to one additional story.  
The amendments limit non-water dependent uses to restaurants and retail services. 
 

5. 15A NCAC 7H.0305 General Identification and Description of Landforms (Static Line) 
Status:  Approved by the Rules Review Commission for 4/01/08 effective date. 
The primary changes are to the descriptions of the vegetation line, the static vegetation 
line, the alternate vegetation line, and the definition of a large-scale beach fill project.  
The rule also creates a new methodology for establishing static vegetation lines for the 
towns of Oak Island and Ocean Isle Beach.   
 

6. 15A NCAC 7H.0306 General Use Standards for Ocean Hazard Areas (Setbacks) 
Status:  CRC approved draft rule language in March for a series of July public hearings. 
CRC sent this rule through public comment in November 2007, and due to the volume 
and nature of comments submitted the Commission opted to amend the rule and send it 
out for another round of public hearing.  The amendments to 7H.0306 tie beachfront 
building setbacks to the size of the structure, not the use. The revisions include 
graduated setback factors for buildings greater than 5,000 square feet, and do not allow 
for cantilevering oceanward of the setback line.  For a description of changes since the 
November hearing see Jeff Warren’s March 2008 memo, CRC-08-06. 
 

7. 15A NCAC 7H.0308 Specific Use Standards for Ocean Hazard Areas 
Status:  Approved by the Rules Review Commission for 4/01/08 effective date. 
The purpose of this action was to add language to 07H.0308(a)(1), which codifies the 
Commission's authority to renew permits for erosion control structures issued pursuant o 
a variance granted by the Commission prior to July 1, 1995. In addition, the rule was 
amended to reflect that the Commission may authorize the replacement of permanent 
erosion control structures permitted pursuant to a variance granted by the Commission 
prior to July 1, 1995.  
 

8. 15A NCAC 7H.0309 Use Standards for Ocean Hazard Areas:  Exceptions 
Status:  On CRC’s May agenda for discussion of draft changes to pier house section, to 
allow construction and expansion of pier houses oceanward of the setback.  CRC 
approved draft changes in March to make the development limitations in this rule 
conform with pending changes to 7H.0306.  Proposed conforming changes base 
setbacks on size instead of use, limit structure size and footprint, and clarify that the 
setback shall be measured from the more landward of the static line (where one exists) 
or the natural vegetation line.  For a full description of proposed changes see Jeff 
Warren’s March 2008 memo, CRC-08-06. 
 

9. 15A NCAC 7H.0310 Use Standards for Inlet Hazard Areas 
Status:  Scheduled for discussion in May 2008. 
The CRC has seen the new inlet hazard area delineations prepared by its Science Panel 
on Coastal Hazards.  Staff will present potential use standard changes to the CRC in 
May 2008.  Staff anticipates sending the rule changes, along with the new delineations, 
through a series of public hearings in the fall, for an effective date in early 2009. 
 



10. 15A NCAC 7H.0312 Technical Standards for Beach Fill Projects 
Status:  Approved by the Rules Review Commission for 4/01/08 effective date. 
This rule has been through public hearing and the changes were subsequently approved 
by the CRC.  The two primary purposes for this rule change were: 

(i) To clarify how deep below mean high water and how far offshore permittees 
are required to sample for the purpose of characterizing the native beach. 

(ii) To allow for the use of alternate sampling and imaging methods of shallow-
water borrow areas. 

 
11. 15A NCAC 7H.1100 GP for Construction of Bulkheads & Placement of Riprap 

Status:  On hold pending discussions between CRC/DCM and EMC/DWQ. 
Proposed changes to this rule result from the CHPP recommendation that the CRC 
encourage alternatives to vertical stabilization structures on estuarine shorelines.  The 
Division of Water Quality has raised objections to the previously proposed draft changes 
to this rule.  The agencies had further discussions on the rule with the CHPP Steering 
Committee on April 11th.  Staff will present a status update to the CRC in May. 
 

12. 15A NCAC 7H.1200 GP for Construction of Piers, Docks & Boat Houses 
Status:  On hold pending review of SAV habitat definition. 
The CRC approved proposed amendments to 7H.1200 in July 2007, conditional on 
review of the Marine Fisheries Commission’s new definition of SAV habitat and 
satisfactory coordination between DMF and DCM.  DCM and DMF staff will report at this 
meeting on the SAV habitat definition and on the interagency coordination agreement 
that has been drafted. 
 

13. 15A NCAC 7H.1400 GP for Construction of Groins in Estuarine & Public Trust Waters 
Status:  CRC approved draft rule language in March for July public hearing. 
Proposed changes to this rule result from the CHPP recommendation that the CRC 
encourage alternatives to vertical stabilization structures on estuarine shorelines.  
Proposed changes include allowing materials other than wood, prescribing a maximum 
spacing and frequency, and clarifying how structures are measured.  See Bonnie 
Bendell’s March memo CRC-08-08 for a complete discussion of the proposed changes. 
 

14. 15A NCAC 7H.2100 GP for Marsh Enhancement Breakwaters 
Status:  CRC approved draft rule language in March for July public hearing. 
Proposed changes to this rule result from the CHPP recommendation that the CRC 
encourage alternatives to vertical stabilization structures on estuarine shorelines.  
Proposed changes are primarily definitional and to ensure consistency with other 
shoreline stabilization rules.  See Bonnie Bendell’s March memo CRC-08-08 for a 
complete discussion of the proposed changes. 
 

15. 15A NCAC 7H.2400 GP for Placement of Riprap for Wetland Protection 
Status:  CRC approved draft rule language in March for July public hearing. 
Proposed changes to this rule result from the CHPP recommendation that the CRC 
encourage alternatives to vertical stabilization structures on estuarine shorelines.  
Proposed changes include a definitional clarification and changes to the dimensions and 
geometry of structures.  See Bonnie Bendell’s March memo CRC-08-08 for a complete 
discussion of the proposed changes. 
 
 



16. 15A NCAC 7J.0701 Variance Petitions 
Status:  CRC approved draft rule language in March for July public hearing. 
CRC adopted amendments to 7J.0701 that require claimants to initially file either a 
variance request or a contested case, and not pursue both options at the same time.  
Proposed rule changes have been through public hearing but were returned to the CRC 
because of an objection by the RRC.  CRC’s Variance Subcommittee proposed changes 
to address RRC’s objection and recommended sending the rule back to public hearing. 
 

17. 15A NCAC 7J.0702 Staff Review of Variance Petitions 
Status:  Pending legislative review. 
CRC adopted amendments to 7J.0702 that outline procedures for staff review, including 
the timing and preparation of stipulated facts and staff recommendations.  More than 10 
individuals objected to the proposed rule after it had been approved by the RRC.  Under 
the APA, the rule is now subject to legislative review.  If approved by the Legislature, the 
rule will become effective in June 2008.  If disapproved by the Legislature, the rule will 
be returned to the CRC.  
 

18. 15A NCAC 7J.0703 Procedures for Deciding Variance Petitions 
Status:  CRC approved draft rule language in March for July public hearing. 
CRC adopted amendments to 7J.0703 that outline procedures for situations in which the 
Commission cannot reach a final decision due to incomplete stipulated facts.  Proposed 
rule changes have been through public hearing but were returned to the CRC because 
of an objection by the RRC.  This rule was also objected to by more than 10 individuals, 
but is not subject to legislative review because it was not approved by the RRC.  CRC’s 
Variance Subcommittee proposed changes to address the RRC’s objection and 
recommended sending the rule back to public hearing. 
 

19. 15A NCAC 7J.1200 Static Line Exception Procedures 
Status:  CRC approved draft rule language in March for a series of July public hearings. 
Staff developed 7J.1200 to define the administrative requirements of applying for, 
receiving, and maintaining a static line exception.  The rule also describes the criteria for 
qualifying for an exception, CRC procedures for granting an exception, and 
circumstances that would cause an exception to expire or be repealed.  The CRC 
reviewed this proposed rule in September 2007 and approved it for public hearing.  Staff 
is coordinating the timing between this rule and 7H.0306. 
 

20. 15A NCAC 7M.0300 Shorefront Access Policies 
Status:  Scheduled for July public hearing. 
Amendments to 7M. 0300 would establish a reporting requirement for user fees 
collected at state-funded access sites; give DCM the ability to take the lead in acquiring 
land and constructing access facilities without a city or county applicant; and includes 
provisions to utilize funds outside the usual funding cycle in order to take advantage of 
unique opportunities. 

 
 


