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SHORELINE MASTER PROGRAM PERIODIC REVIEW 

Periodic Review Checklist  
This document is intended for use by counties, cities and towns subject to the Shoreline 
Management Act (SMA) to conduct the “periodic review” of their Shoreline Master Programs 
(SMPs). This review is intended to keep SMPs current with amendments to state laws or rules, 
changes to local plans and regulations, and changes to address local circumstances, new 
information or improved data. The review is required under the SMA at RCW 90.58.080(4). 
Ecology’s rule outlining procedures for conducting these reviews is at WAC 173-26-090. 

This checklist summarizes amendments to state law, rules and applicable updated guidance 
adopted between 2007 and 2019 that may trigger the need for local SMP amendments during 
periodic reviews.  

How to use this checklist 
See the associated Periodic Review Checklist Guidance for a description of each item, relevant 
links, review considerations, and example language.  

At the beginning of the periodic review, use the review column to document review 
considerations and determine if local amendments are needed to maintain compliance. See 
WAC 173-26-090(3)(b)(i). 

Ecology recommends reviewing all items on the checklist. Some items on the checklist prior to 
the local SMP adoption may be relevant. 

At the end of your review process, use the checklist as a final summary identifying your final 
action, indicating where the SMP addresses applicable amended laws, or indicate where no 
action is needed. See WAC 173-26-090(3)(d)(ii)(D), and WAC 173-26-110(9)(b). 

Local governments should coordinate with their assigned Ecology regional planner for more 
information on how to use this checklist and conduct the periodic review. 

 

  

http://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=90.58.080
http://apps.leg.wa.gov/wac/default.aspx?cite=173-26-090
https://ecology.wa.gov/Water-Shorelines/Shoreline-coastal-management/Shoreline-coastal-planning/Contacts
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Prepared By Jurisdiction Date 
Keri Sallee City of Port Orchard 3/12/2021 

Row Summary of change Review Action 

2019 
a.  OFM adjusted the cost threshold 

for building freshwater docks  
 

Done Revision to 8.3 Shoreline 
Exemption, p. 72 (redline) to 
reference current WAC 173-
27-040(2), so that it will not 
need to be updated as OFM 
adjusts this threshold in 
future. 

b.  The Legislature removed the 
requirement for a shoreline 
permit for disposal of dredged 
materials at Dredged Material 
Management Program sites 
(applies to 9 jurisdictions) 

N/A (does not apply to Port 
Orchard) 

N/A 

c.  The Legislature added restoring 
native kelp, eelgrass beds and 
native oysters as fish habitat 
enhancement projects. 

Done Definition of “Enhancement” 
now includes reference to 
RCW 77.55.181(1)(a)., which 
contains this language. 

2017 
a.  OFM adjusted the cost threshold 

for substantial development to 
$7,047. 

Done See response to 2019-a. The 
definition of “Substantial 
Development” is already 
consistent with this 
requirement. No action 
needed. 

b.  Ecology permit rules clarified the 
definition of “development” 
does not include dismantling or 
removing structures. 

Done Added to definition of 
“Development” 

c.  Ecology adopted rules clarifying 
exceptions to local review under 
the SMA. 

Done Added to 8.3 Shoreline 
Exemptions, pp. 72-73 
(redline). 

d.  Ecology amended rules clarifying 
permit filing procedures 
consistent with a 2011 statute. 

Done No action needed. 

e.  
 

Ecology amended forestry use 
regulations to clarify that forest 
practices that only involves 
timber cutting are not SMA 
“developments” and do not 
require SDPs.  

Done. Added to definition of “Forest 
Practices”. 
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Row Summary of change Review Action 
f.  Ecology clarified the SMA does 

not apply to lands under 
exclusive federal jurisdiction 

Done Added to 2.2 Port Orchard 
Shoreline Jurisdiction, p. 18 
(redline). 

g.  
 

Ecology clarified “default” 
provisions for nonconforming 
uses and development.  

Done No action needed. 

h.  Ecology adopted rule 
amendments to clarify the scope 
and process for conducting 
periodic reviews.  

Done Added language to 1.8 
Periodic Review and Effective 
Date, pp. 15-16 (redline). 

i.  Ecology adopted a new rule 
creating an optional SMP 
amendment process that allows 
for a shared local/state public 
comment period.  

Done No action needed. 

j.  Submittal to Ecology of proposed 
SMP amendments. 

Done No action needed. 

2016 
a.  

 
The Legislature created a new 
shoreline permit exemption for 
retrofitting existing structure to 
comply with the Americans with 
Disabilities Act. 

Done Added reference to RCW 
90.58.030(3)(e), which 
includes this exemption, to 8.3 
Shoreline Exemptions, p. 72 
(redline). 

b.  Ecology updated wetlands 
critical areas guidance including 
implementation guidance for the 
2014 wetlands rating system. 

Done Added cross-reference to 
POMC Chapter 20.162 Critical 
Areas Regulations, which 
contains these requirements. 

2015 
a.  The Legislature adopted a 90-day 

target for local review of 
Washington State Department of 
Transportation (WSDOT) 
projects.  

Done No action needed. 

2014 
a.  The Legislature created a new 

definition and policy for floating 
on-water residences legally 
established before 7/1/2014. 

N/A (none in Port Orchard) N/A  

2012 
a.  The Legislature amended the 

SMA to clarify SMP appeal 
procedures.  

Done No action needed. 
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Row Summary of change Review Action 

2011 
a.  Ecology adopted a rule requiring 

that wetlands be delineated in 
accordance with the approved 
federal wetland delineation 
manual. 

Done See response to 2016.b. 

b.  Ecology adopted rules for new 
commercial geoduck 
aquaculture. 

N/A (not applicable to Port 
Orchard) 

N/A 

c.  The Legislature created a new 
definition and policy for floating 
homes permitted or legally 
established prior to January 1, 
2011. 

N/A (none in Port Orchard) N/A 

d.  The Legislature authorizing a new 
option to classify existing 
structures as conforming. 

Done No action needed. 

2010 
a.  The Legislature adopted Growth 

Management Act – Shoreline 
Management Act clarifications. 

Done Clarification added to 1.8 
Periodic Review and Effective 
Date, p. 16 (redline). Added 
language on effective date of 
SMP which will be filled in 
when SMP is approved by 
Ecology. 

2009 
a.  

 
The Legislature created new 
“relief” procedures for instances 
in which a shoreline restoration 
project within a UGA creates a 
shift in Ordinary High Water 
Mark.  

N/A (The City does not 
oversee shoreline projects in 
the unincorporated UGA) 

N/A 

b.  Ecology adopted a rule for 
certifying wetland mitigation 
banks.  

N/A (none in Port Orchard) N/A 

c.  The Legislature added moratoria 
authority and procedures to the 
SMA. 

Done No action needed. 

2007 
a.  

 
 

The Legislature clarified options 
for defining "floodway" as either 
the area that has been 
established in FEMA maps, or the 
floodway criteria set in the SMA. 

Done Definition of “Floodway” 
added. 
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Row Summary of change Review Action 
b.  Ecology amended rules to clarify 

that comprehensively updated 
SMPs shall include a list and map 
of streams and lakes that are in 
shoreline jurisdiction.  

Done No action needed 

c.  Ecology’s rule listing statutory 
exemptions from the 
requirement for an SDP was 
amended to include fish habitat 
enhancement projects that 
conform to the provisions of 
RCW 77.55.181. 

Done Definition of “Enhancement” 
now includes reference to 
RCW 77.55.181(1)(a), which 
defines fish enhancement 
projects. The exemption is 
also referenced in WAC 173-
27-040(2) in 8.3 Shoreline 
Exemptions, p. 72 (redline). 

 

 

Additional significant amendments: 

 

SMP section Summary of change Page 
(REDLINE) 

   
2013 SMP Reference Documents: 

Appendix B – Critical Areas 
Ordinance 
Appendix D – Adoption Resolution 
Attachment 1 – Public Participation 
Plan 

 
1.6 References to Plans, Regulations or 
Information Sources. 
B. Critical Areas Ordinance (revised) 

These reference documents have been removed, as 
they are outdated and no longer relevant to the 
updated 2021 SMP. The critical areas ordinance was 
updated in 2017 and is now located in POMC Title 20 
(formerly Title 16); see below. 
 
 
1.6.B Critical Areas Ordinance has been revised to 
indicate that POMC Chapter 20.162 applies to 
critical areas in the shoreline jurisdiction, but the 
SMP is the controlling authority in case of any 
conflicts.  

9 
 
 
 
 
 
 
15 
 

4.2 Official Shoreline Maps The series of Shoreline Maps (Appendix A) has been 
updated so that shoreline environments coincide 
with underlying current Comp Plan designations – 
one section of Shoreline Residential along the 
western area of shoreline was changed to Urban 
Conservancy. 
 
At the request of Washington Department of Fish 
and Wildlife, the City-owned parcel (Etta Turner 
Park) at the mouth of Blackjack Creek on Sinclair 

Appendix 
A 
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SMP section Summary of change Page 
(REDLINE) 

   
Inlet was changed from High Intensity to Urban 
Conservancy to provide better protection for this 
area. 

Sea Level Rise/Climate Change: 
New Policy Section 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5.9 Flood Hazard Reduction (revised) 
 
 
 
 
 
5.10 Climate Change and Sea Level 
Rise (new) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.4 Flood Hazard Reduction 
     SMP-GP-14 (revised) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The City hired Herrera Environmental Consultants, 
Inc, to prepare an advisory study of the City’s 
downtown waterfront and the estuarine portion of 
Blackjack Creek, regarding potential issues from 
climate change and resulting sea level rise. Herrera 
made a number of recommendations which were  
summarized and incorporated into new and revised 
policy sections, goals, and development regulations. 
 
Text of Changes Below: 
 
To protect public and private infrastructure and 
property from loss and damage created by flood 
events, including increased coastal flooding caused 
by sea level rise. 
 
 
To protect coastal resources, both natural and man-
made, from the deleterious effects of sea level rise 
over time due to climate change, including but not 
limited to: increased coastal flooding, loss of 
shoreline habitat, saltwater intrusion, damage to 
public and private improvements and infrastructure, 
and mobilization of contaminated sediments. 
 
Discourage future non-water dependent 
development, including redevelopment and 
expansion of existing non-water dependent 
development in areas lying at or below the 100 year 
flood elevation, unless flood hazard is reduced by 
removing, moving, elevating, and/or building 
structures at new, higher elevations. Flood hazard 
reduction may also include adding freeboard to 
existing shoreline armor in areas that are frequently 
flooded (i.e. within a 100-year flood hazard area) 
landward of existing shoreline armor, in compliance 
with FEMA requirements for coastal flood protection 
structures. 

When feasible, give preference to nonstructural 
flood hazard reduction measures over structural 
measures, except that in areas that are frequently 

32 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
32 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
37-39 
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SMP section Summary of change Page 
(REDLINE) 

   
SMP-GP-16 (revised) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SMP-GP-18 (revised) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SMP-GP-20 (new) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SMP-GP-21 (new) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SMP-GP-22 (new) 
 
 
 
 
G-DR-12 (new) 
 
 
 

flooded (i.e. within a 100-year flood hazard area) 
landward of existing shoreline armor, hazard 
reduction measures may include adding freeboard to 
existing shoreline armor. 

The creation of new lots or tracts that would be 
located entirely within a 100-year flood hazard area 
should not be allowed, unless the intent of the 
subdivision is for the lot or tract to remain 
undeveloped for the purposes of ecological 
restoration and/or development setback, consistent 
with the City’s flood damage prevention and 
subdivision regulations (POMC Title 20).   

 
The City shall create and maintain for public 
reference and planning purposes a coastal flood risk 
map which shows the City’s base 100 year coastal 
flood elevation areas at the time of map creation, 
and includes a future projection of any additional 
areas which have at least a 50% probability of being 
flooded within 20 years. This map shall be based on 
best available science provided by the State of 
Washington and shall be updated, at minimum, with 
each required periodic and comprehensive update 
of the City’s shoreline master program. 

For each required periodic and comprehensive 
update to the City’s shoreline master program, the 
City shall evaluate the program’s coastal flood 
hazard reduction policies and development 
regulations, and coastal flood risk map, and shall 
revise them according to best available science 
provided by the State of Washington. 

The City should map all shoreline locations in which 
there are known contaminated sediments, and 
develop a long-term plan to evaluate and address 
those in need of attention due to risk of mobilization 
due to coastal flooding. 

New or expanded development or uses in the 
shoreline zone, including the subdivision of land, 
that would require structural flood control works 
within a 100 year flood hazard area, a stream, a 
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SMP section Summary of change Page 
(REDLINE) 

   
 
 
 
 
G-DR-13 (new) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
6.6 Shoreline Vegetation Conservation 

 
G-DR-37 (new) 
 
 
 
 
 
G-DR-38 (new) 
 
 
 
 
 

 
6.7 Climate Change and Sea Level Rise 

 
SMP-GP-38 (new) 
 
 
 
 

channel migration zone and/or a floodway are 
prohibited. 

As part of the City’s shoreline permit application 
review process, all proposed development and 
redevelopment activities in the City’s shoreline 
requiring a permit shall determine and disclose 
whether any sediment material on the development 
site, including fill, is contaminated and requires 
remediation to prevent spread of contamination 
through mobilization due to coastal flooding events. 
This requirement applies whether or not the 
contaminated area on the site will be disturbed as 
part of the development process. If contaminated 
sediment at risk of mobilization is determined to be 
present, the City shall require a remediation plan as 
a condition of shoreline permit approval. The City 
may require independent review at the applicant’s 
expense of findings and recommendations regarding 
contamination and remediation, by a hydrologist, 
geologist, engineer or other qualified professional. 
 
 
 

The City shall require, where feasible, restoration of 
native shoreline and aquatic vegetation in mitigation 
and restoration plans and in stormwater 
management for redevelopment activities within the 
shoreline area. 

Redevelopment activities in the High Intensity (HI) 
shoreline environment designation shall comply with 
the shoreline vegetation conservation and 
restoration requirements of Appendix E of this plan, 
in addition to any other applicable City requirements 
and regulations. 
 
 

 

The City should create specific development and 
building design standards for the downtown 
shoreline that address issues related to coastal 
hazards and impacts from future sea level rise, 
including but not limited to: coastal flooding, 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
44 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
44 
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SMP section Summary of change Page 
(REDLINE) 

   
 
 
 
 
 
G-DR-39 (new) 

earthquake liquefaction and tsunami risk, saltwater 
intrusion, mobilization of contaminated sediments, 
and impacts to geologic hazard areas. 

During each periodic review of the City’s shoreline 
master program, the City will evaluate its 
development and building design standards and 
revise them as needed for the downtown shoreline to 
protect against risks from sea level rise and coastal 
hazards including but not limited to: coastal flooding, 
earthquake liquefaction and tsunami risk, saltwater 
intrusion, mobilization of contaminated sediments, 
and impacts to geologic hazard areas. 

7.1 Shoreline Use Table Allowable uses have been updated to coincide with 
underlying zoning. Uses for water-enjoyment 
commercial, public use, non-single-family residential 
have been added. Mixed-use categories have ben 
expanded. 

46-47 

7.14  Shoreline Stabilization and 
Bulkheads 
 
SU-DR-64 

At the request of WDFW, additional language was 
added to SU-DR-64: bulkheads are not allowed 
unless structures are in danger within 3 years; and 
shoreline protection alternatives in order of 
preferences are soft, hybrid and hard. 

66 

7.2 Shoreline Development Standards 
Matrix 

Buffers have been updated to reflect revised 
allowable uses and critical areas protection 
requirements.  

48-50 

SU-DR-7 (new) Agricultural activities and uses are not permitted 
within the marine (saltwater) shoreline jurisdiction 
of Sinclair Inlet and the estuarine shoreline 
jurisdiction of Blackjack Creek. (This does not affect 
agricultural activities and uses that would otherwise 
be allowed along other jurisdictional stream and 
lake areas.) 

51 

SMP-SU-25 (revised) Non-water-oriented industrial activities no longer 
allowed in the shoreline jurisdiction. 

55 

SMP-SU-45 (new) No liveaboard vessels are allowed on waters of the 
state outside a marina. 

59 

7.11 Parking (new) 
 
Parking lots and parking structures 
were not specifically regulated in the 
existing SMP. 
 
 

Text of changes below: 
 
 
 
 
 

61-62 
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SMP section Summary of change Page 
(REDLINE) 

   
SMP-SU-47 
 
 
 
SMP-SU-48 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SU-DR-53 
 
 
 
SU-DR-54 
 
 
 
SU-DR-55 
 
 
 
 
SU-DR-56 
 

Parking is not a preferred use in the shoreline 
jurisdiction, and should only be allowed where no 
feasible alternatives exist. 
 
The City should explore options for reducing and/or 
removing publicly-owned parking lots within the 
shoreline jurisdiction, including conversion to 
shoreline public access, public water-dependent and 
water-enjoyment uses, and shoreline recreation 
facilities such as beaches and fishing areas.  

New or redeveloped surface parking areas and 
parking lots shall be located outside the shoreline 
jurisdiction where feasible. 

 
Parking for redevelopment in the HI shoreline 
environment shall meet the requirements of 
Appendix C, in addition to all other requirements of 
this master program. 
 
Surface parking as a principal use, including 
commercial (pay) parking and/or parking for offsite 
uses, is not allowed in the Natural, Urban 
Conservancy, or Shoreline Residential environments. 
 
Stand-alone structure parking is not allowed in the 
shoreline jurisdiction. 

SU-DR-83 New utility mounting and transmission poles are 
limited to 35 feet in height, or the height limit 
provided for the zone by Title 20, whichever is less. 
 

70 

8.4 Multiple Permits Required (new) 
 

The existing SMP did not provide regulatory 
guidance for development or uses requiring more 
than one type of permit. This section was added to 
specify that when more than one type of shoreline 
or land use permit is required, all permit 
applications will be processed and reviewed 
concurrently according to the highest permit type 
(Types I-V) as specified in POMC 20.20 and 
90.58.140. 

73 

8.5 Shoreline Substantial 
Development Permits (revised) 
    8.5.1 Administrative 
    8.5.2 Hearing Examiner 

The existing SMP allowed both administrative 
(decision made by Planning Director) and hearing 
examiner SSDPs, in theory, but did not contain a 
process for administrative permits to be reviewed 

78-80 
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SMP section Summary of change Page 
(REDLINE) 

   
and approved. This change provides the permit type, 
criteria, and review process for both types of SSDP. 

8.7 Shoreline Variances (revised) 
   8.7.3.1 Administrative (new) 
   8.7.4.1 Hearing Examiner (revised) 

The existing SMP did not provide for administrative 
variances. This is now allowed, and the section on 
hearing examiner variances has been updated and 
clarified with regard to permit type, criteria, and 
review process.  

81-83 

8.8 Table of Permits and Procedures Outdated; deleted. Information on permit types, 
review and approval procedures are now found with 
each permit type. 

84 

Chapter 10: Shoreline Enforcement 
and Penalties 

Removed. POMC Title 20.02 now has an 
Administration and Enforcement section that applies 
to all development. Therefore, a separate section is 
no longer necessary. 

89-90 

Chapter 12 
New/Revised Definitions: 
 

Boatyard (new) 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Channel Migration Zone (new) 
 
 
 
 
Floodway (new) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

             Freeboard (shoreline armor) 
(new) 
 
 
 
 
 

Text of changes below: 
 
 
A service business that builds, repairs or maintains 
small vessels: 
 - At least 85 percent of which are 65 feet or less in 
length; or 
- More than 85 percent of the gross receipts come 
from working on vessels. 
 
An area in a floodplain where a stream or river 
channel can be expected to move naturally over 
time in response to gravity and topography. 
 
The area that has been established in effective 
federal emergency management agency flood 
insurance rate maps or floodway maps. The 
floodway does not include lands that can reasonably 
be expected to be protected from flood waters by 
flood control devices maintained by or maintained 
under license from the federal government, the 
state, or a political subdivision of the state. 

For the purposes of this Master Plan, it is the 
difference between the height of a shoreline armor 
structure and the water depth at the ordinary high 
water mark, measured at the seaward toe of the 
structure. 
 

92-106 
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SMP section Summary of change Page 
(REDLINE) 

   
 
Mixed-Use (revised) 
 
 
 
 
One-hundred Year Flood 
Elevation (new) 
 
One-hundred Year Flood 
Hazard Area (new) 
 
Single-family Residence (new) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Shoreline Stabilization (new) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

A mixed-use development contains a multi-
family residential use, and commercial, 
public and/or recreational uses within the 
same building(s). 

The elevation in feet of the area which has a one 
percent chance or greater of being flooded in any 
given year. 

An area which has a one percent chance or greater 
of being flooded in any given year. 

A detached dwelling unit designed for and occupied 
by one family, including those buildings, structures 
and developments within a contiguous ownership 
which are of a normal appurtenance (WAC 173-27-
040(2)(g)). This definition does not prevent a single-
family residence from containing an accessory 
dwelling unit provided that the requirements of 
POMC Title 20 for this use are met. 

Actions taken to address erosion impacts to 
property and dwellings, businesses, or structures 
caused by natural processes, such as current, flood, 
tides, wind or wave action.  

These actions include structural and nonstructural 
methods. Nonstructural methods, for example, 
include approaches such as building setbacks, 
structure relocation, groundwater management, and 
land use planning. Structural methods can be “hard” 
or “soft.” “Hard” structural stabilization measures 
refer to those with solid, hard surfaces, such as 
concrete bulkheads, while “soft” structural 
measures rely on less rigid materials, such as 
bioengineering vegetation measures or beach 
enhancement.  

“Hybrid” structures are a composite of both soft and 
hard elements and techniques along the length of 
the armoring.  

If any portion of a proposed development contains a 
measure or measures related to those defined as 
“hard” shoreline stabilization, except hard measures 
necessary to protect the connection to existing hard 
stabilization on adjoining properties, the whole 
development must be considered a ‘hybrid’. Beach 
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SMP section Summary of change Page 
(REDLINE) 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Vessel (new) 

nourishment used for compensatory mitigation does 
not reclassify a hard structure as a hybrid structure. 
Generally, the harder the construction measure, the 
greater the impact on shoreline processes including 
sediment transport, geomorphology, and biological 
functions. Hard elements may be incorporated into 
Hybrid bank protection if those elements are used 
only for anchoring large wood and will not 
significantly impact shoreline processes such as 
erosion, wood recruitment, or littoral drift. Hard 
elements must not function as bank protection, 
groins, or beach grade control. A maximum of 15% 
of the hybrid bank protection project length may 
include hard armor features; if more than 15% of the 
bank protection project length includes hard armor 
features, the bank protection project will be 
considered “hard” and not “hybrid”. The 
Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife 
or the Department of Ecology may be consulted by 
the County to help determine whether hard 
anchoring elements will impact shoreline processes 
or function as bank protection, groins, or beach 
grade control. There are a range of measures for 
shoreline stabilization varying from soft to hard that 
include, but are not limited to: 

 
A. Soft. 
1. Vegetation enhancement; 
2. Beach enhancement; 
3. Bioengineering measures; 
4. Anchor logs and stumps; and 
5. Gravel placement/beach nourishment. 
B. Hard. 
1. Rock revetments; 
2. Gabions; 
3. Groins; 
4. Bulkheads; and 
5. Seawalls; and 
6. Pile walls. 

 

Means ships, boats, barges or any other floating 
craft that are designed for navigation in order to 
transport people or goods over water, are used for 
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SMP section Summary of change Page 
(REDLINE) 

   
or capable of being used for navigation, and do not 
interfere with the normal public use of the water. A 
vessel is considered capable of being used for 
navigation even if it is not used for navigation due to 
actions or inactions of the vessel owner(s) or due to 
conditions affecting the use of the vessel for 
navigation, which include, but are not limited to, 
broken engines, lack of an engine, hull damage, 
physical modifications, or missing sails. Vessel also 
means historic ships that do not have means of self-
propulsion and steering equipment. 
 

Appendix E (now Appendix C): 
Mitigation and Restoration for 
Redevelopment Activities in the High 
Intensity Shoreline Environment 
Designation (revised) 

 
 
 
 

Reiterates that new or surface parking areas and 
parking lots shall be located outside the shoreline 
setback where feasible. Parking in the shoreline 
setback for developments containing water-
dependent, water-related and water-enjoyment 
uses may be allowed. Stand-alone structured 
parking is not allowed in the shoreline setback. 
Removes requirement that a variance be obtained 
to redevelop an appurtenant (accessory) structure 
within a shoreline buffer. 

Appendix 
C 
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