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HARBOR. WA~~YI.
BOX 934

I;IT,IZ.E COMPTON, RI 02837

February 9, 1983

City Council
City Hall
25 Dorrance Street
Providence, Rhode Island 02903

Dear Councillors;

Rhode Island's barrier beaches are enjoyed by all the
people of the state. These beaches are endangered, as
the enclosures will detail.

I hope that you will join us as sponsors of "Conserve
Our Barrier Beaches," with its seven recommendations to
the CRMC.

Should you have any questions or suggestions, please
don't hesitate to call me at 1-635-8662.

Respectfully,

ICarl Haffenreffer
Chairman

Enc.

l,nl ~ITY COUNCIL
MAR 3 1983

READ: 
------.._.. _

WHEREUPON IT IS ORDERFD TH,4T
TME SAME BE RECE ~ED.

~~ "~~1~ 
~~~D~n.~c'~I/~L~CEA~j



URGENT!

T0: RI Town and City Councils, Conservation Commissions,
civic and environmental organizations.

FROM: Trudy Coxe, Executive Director, Save The Bay
Alfred Hawkes, Executive Director, Audubon Society of RI

Anne Burns, President, Easton's Point Assoc., Middletown
~ Karl Haffenreffer, Chairman, Harbor Watch, Little Compton

SUBJECT: Saving Rhode Island's Barrier Beaches.

DATE: February 9, 1983

The Coastal Resources Management Council (CRrIC) will very soon
decide the fate of Rhode Island's 58 barrier beaches. The
CRriC's present criteria exclude too many barriers and portions
of barriers from protection against destructive and inappropriate

development. •

We invite you to read the enclosed statement, "Conserve Our
Barrier Beaches," with its seven recommendations.

Join us and other concerned Rhode Island organizations
in urging the CRMC to adopt these seven recommendations.

Your letters should be sent as soon as possible to:

Mr John A. Lyons
Chairman
CRb1C
60 Davis Street
Providence, RI 02908

with a copy to the Governor:

and a copy to us:

~ Hon. J. Joseph Garrahy
State House
Providence, RI 02903

Conserve Our Barrier Beaches
Box 55
Middletown, RI 02840

Thank you.



CONSERVE OUR BARRIER BEACHES

Rhode Island's 58 barrier beaches are endangered--endangered
by destructive development, but endangered more seriously still
by inadequate protection. Unless the Coastal Resources
Management Council (CRMC) revises its criteria for barrier
beaches, these fragile resources will be spoiled and destroyed.
A few people will profit, while most of us wil~ lose a natural
heritage which enhances our state and our lives.

"Barrier beaches are narrow strips of land made of unconsolo-
dated material usually extending parallel to the coast and
separated from the mainland by a coastal pond, tidal waterbody
or coastal wetland,"~according to the preliminary draft of
the revised Coastal Resources D2anagement Program (Section 220.2.1).
The CRMC table attached hereto lists 15 barriers as Undeveloped
(relatively protected), 18 barriers as Developed (relatively
unprotected),~and 25 barriers as being under consideration.

In 1972 a fledgeling CRMC made a geologic compromise for
administrative convenience: it confined a barrier's lateral
limits to that portion lying directly in front of a coastal
pond or wetland, thereby leaving unprotected the edges most
subject to development. 8.econd, the CRI~iC deemed a barrier developed
--thereby affording little protection against further development--
when it contained merely a road or other minimal development.
Nor was adequate protection conferred upon a barrier's intertidal
and subtidal sand, which constitutes an integral, vital part.

Last year there were indications that the CR1~ZC's criteria would
improve. The prelir,►inary draft Program defined a beach by its
geologic limits (Section 220.2.1). As for development criteria,
George Seavey of the Coastal Resources Center at URI stated
in a November 4 memorandum to the CRPZC Policy and Planning
Cor.unittee :

Since houses may be built on barriers classified by the CRMC as developed,
the Council should consider whether such altered barriers as
[Tunipus (South Shore) Beach, Sakonnet Harbor Beach, Mackerel Cove
Beach, Wesquage (Bonnet) Beach, East Matunuck Beach, etc.] should
be reclassified as undeveloped to forestall development for
residential/commercial uses. Existing facilities such as roads
could be maintained but not expanded.

Then came the reaction. Through a series of public statements
and actions, the CRA~C's Chairman/Executive Director and certain
other members are insisting on retaining the unprotective
criteria. Their only stated rationale: "F7e've always done it
this way," as if age hallowed error, as if ten years were an
eon, as if typed paper were graven stone, as if full orotection
of these precious resources weren't paramount. ~
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CONSERVE OUR BARRIER BEACHES 2

The CRMC is taking a fresh look at every other section of its
Program, and improving it accordingly. Why exclude barrier
beaches?

The Coastal Barrier Resources Act, recently enacted by Congress,
contains excellent criteria for determining development status
and administrative boundaries. The Act bans Federal flood
insurance for new development and Federal aid for most forms
of development, but does not ban development itself.

We respectfully request that the Coastal Resources Management
Council adopt the following criteria and prohibitions, to
protect Rhode Island's 58 barrier beaches:

1) Delineation. "The lateral limits of barrier beaches are defined by

the area where unconsolidated sand or cobble abut rock, glacial till

or other sediments unrelated to deposits made by the forces of the

wind and waves" (preliminary draft Program, Section 220.2.1).

2) Delineation. "The delineation of the 'associated aquatic habitat'

should incorporate the entire pond in all cases, rather than the

chopped up pond approach. ... The inland boundary has been suggested

as encompassing all associated adjoining wetlands. This makes sense,

both administratively and ecologically" (John A. Lyons, Chairman,

CRMC, to Ric Davidge, Chairman, Coastal Barriers Task Force, Department

of the Interior, March 12, 1982).

3) Delineation. "On the ocean (i.e., seaward) side, the boundary is

sufficiently seaward of low water to encompass the entire sand-sharing

system of the coastal barrier" (Department of the Interior, Federal

Register, August 16, 1982, pg. 35708).

4) Date for establishing development status. "We support the DOI

[Department of the Interior] classification according to development

status as of March 15, 1982 and that only actual structures built by

that date be considered in the designation of undeveloped barriers.

... Houses that presently exist on the barriers that are more than

50$ destroyed by storm damage should not be rebuilt" (Stephen Olsen,

Director, Coastal Resources Center, URI, to Davidge,•March 19, 1982).

5) Development criteria. "Only a full complement of infrastructure

(i.e., water supply, sewers, roads, electric lines) describes an area

fully prepared for development. A single road or electric line

crossing a portion of an otherwise undeveloped barrier does not make

that portion developed. The existence of beach stabilization structures,

groins, jetties, and riprap should not designate an area as developed"

(Olsen, to Davidge, March 19, 1982).

6) Development criterion. A developed barrier beach will be a beach

with more than one structure per acre of fastland (Olsen, to Davidge,
March 19, 1982).

7) Protection. Prohibitions of alteration and development should be
at least as stringent as those contained in the preliminary draft
Program.



CONSERVE OUR BARRIER BEACHES.

[ae endorse this plea to preserve our barrier beaches:

In their undeveloped status, these beaches are considered ...

to be "a public asset of the greatest value," yet they are

continuously subject to development pressure. These beaches,

developed or undeveloped, are highly hazardous areas and it is

reckless to pursue residential or commercial development on them.

[John A. Lyons, to Davidge, March 12, 1982]
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t~:e strongly urge Chairman Lyons and the sixteen other members
of the CRI~IC to adopt the seven recommendations listed above
and thus fulfill the CRI~ZC's legislative mandate that
"preservation and protection of ecological systems shall be
the primary guiding principle upon which environmental
alteration of coastal resources will be measured, judged,
and regulated."

SPONSORS

Trudy Coxe
Executive Director
Save The Bay

Alfred Hawkes
Executive Director
Audubon Society of RI

Anne Burns
President
Easton's Point Association
Middletown

Karl Haffenreffer
Chairman
Harbor ~aatch
Little Compton

(list in formation)



WE HEREBY ENDORSE THE STATEMENT ENTITLED "CONSERVE OUR BARRIER BEACHES,"

AND WE STRONGLY URGE THAT THE COASTAL RESOURCES MANAGEMENT COUNCIL ADOPT

. ITS SEVEN RECONIMENDATIONS.
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TABLE 4. DEVELOPED AND UNDEVELOPED BARRIER BEACHES

Oeveloped

Atlantic Beach, Westerly
Central Beach, Charlestown
East Beach (west of Ninigret Conservation Area) Charlestown
Charlestown Beach~ Charlestown
Green Hill Beach, South Kingstown
East Matunuck-Jerusalem Beach~ South Kingstown-Narragansett
Roger Wheeler Beach (Sand Hill Cove), Narragansett
Narragansett Beach, Narragansett
Bonnett Shores Beach, Narragansett
Mackerel Cove Beach~ Jamestown
Hazard's Beach, Newport
Bailey's Beach, Newport
First (Easton's) Beach, Newport
Second (Sachuest) Beach, Middletown
Third Beach, Middletown
Tunipus (South Shore) Beach, Llttle Compton
Crescent Beach, New Shoreham
Coast Guard Beach, New Shoreham

Undeveloped

Napatree Beach, Westerly
Maschaug Beach, Westerly
Quonochontaug Beach, Westerly-Charlestown
East Beach (Ninigret Conservation Area to Breachway
Charlestown
Moonstone Beach, South Kingstown
Browning Beach, South Kingstown
Watchhouse Pond Beach, Little Compton
Long Pond Beach, Little Compton
Round Pond Beach, Llttle Compton
Briggs Beach, Little Compton
Ship Pond Cove, Little Compton
Round Meadow Pond Beach, Little Compton
Quicksand Pond Beach, Little Compton
Sandy Point, New Shoreham
West Beach, New Shoreham

Cammen.t

a numbe~c. o~ sma.~ ba~vc.i,e~. beachea a►id ~hye~.ccr~CZy a.imi.ea~c ~ea,t,une~ (cu~pa.te
beache.s and necwcved op~i,tb ) ace pneae►tit ~.n Nc~caganbe,t,t Bay. The Counc,i,Q. .i,b
co~v~.i.d~c,i.ng u~s~~.gn,i.rig ~th,e~se ~e.a,twce~ .to a Deve,eoped and (lndev2Qaped 8a~,i.e~c
8c~ceh ecc.tegony and a~~~.~y~,ng zhe ~ame na.e,i.e~.e~ and negecec~t,c:.on~s zo pnopoaa.Z6 .to
.a.E:te~c zhem.

C~,s~~ Pa.u2.t, Na.~.tli Kt►igsta~on Gneene Po~.n.t~ No~r.-th K~,ng~s~town
8~i,s~5~ Cave, Non.th Ktng.3.town* 7~.bb~.tt~ CneeFz, Noh,th K.i.ng~Zown
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Mah.y'~ Cnee~Z, GJcvu.v~i.cfz
Baf~eh' h CneeFt, Wcucw~.cFz
Bu,ttonwaad~ Cove, wa~.cu~.ctz
Con,im~i.cwt Po~.n~t, Glanw.icfz
Gaapee Po~.n.t, Ulanw.i.ch
Naya,.t,t Po~.n,t, Ba~,i,ng~un*
Mu~5~5aehuh Cneeh, Bct~v~,c:ng.ton
Rum~s~,i.ck Po~.n,t, Bcr~vc,i.ngxon
Hvg Ta~and, Bn,L.sxo~ ( 2) *
h1e,u~~e,Qbed ahoa.vs, Pon,t~mau.th
Nag Pond, Pon~mou,th
Jen~2y Po~td, Pan,t~mou,th*

~ 4~

Gu,P~ Pa~.n,t, Pa~c,t~mou,th
Cogge~sha,2.Q./Sheep Pen Cove~s, Pac,t~smowth '
McCanny Po~.n,t, Po~c,t~5mowth
H~.gh N.i,Q,~ Mah.ah BcUcic,i.e~c, [.i.t~e Camn~an*
Fog.~and Pa~.n~t, T~.veJ~,t.tin*
Sa~owe,t Po.i.n-t Bcveh,i.en, 7~.veh.ton*
Saftanne.t InneJc Ha~ebon Ba~,i.eh, Li.#.t,ee CompZon'~
Fox N~.C~ Pond, Jame~.t,~,wn

eeon ng xo Dn. 1on BooZh~wyd IURI Geo.~ogy ~epcuc,bnen,t) Zhe~e ~ea~une~ cvice
bcveh,i.en beaehe~ ~on.med by zhe .~ong~hone cL~.i.~~ o~ ~ecli.me►z,t~s.


