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01 Report Summary 
A ‘What We Heard’ Report serves as a critical stopping point to synthesize and reflect on all 

engagement received up to this point on the topic of Cluster Development. This report breaks 

down both how we engaged and what we heard from the engagement process, producing 

three broad themes: 

Theme 1 – Servicing and Infrastructure 

Respondents to the survey and attendants to the open house both stressed that, regardless of 

what regulations are set in place, capacity for sewer and water should be front of mind when 

considering a proposed cluster development. 

Theme 2 – Imposing Standards 

Attendants to the open house were concerned about the current low level of scrutiny applied 

to cluster developments, especially for the sake of the natural environment and for road 

standards intended to support emergency vehicles or allow for swift emergency evacuations. 

For those reasons, it was expressed that a special approvals process should consider these 

factors. However, it was also noted that some existing cluster developments are designed to 

maximize natural space and provide rural housing variety in MODL and that imposing standards 

should not hinder this kind of development. 

Theme 3 – Effect on In-Progress Cluster Developments 

Because cluster developments are currently in various stages of completion in MODL, residents 

expressed interest in how new regulations for cluster developments would affect projects that 

have yet to be built. 
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02 Project Context 
The Municipality of the District of Lunenburg (MODL) is developing new rules that will guide 

how certain types of cluster developments occur across the municipality. This report outlines 

what we heard from community members from the July 10 Open House and survey. This 

project is an initiative of a larger planning project called MODL 2040, which aims to introduce 

municipal-wide planning within the Municipality. 

Cluster developments, sometimes called grouped or cluster dwellings, are a type of residential 

development where several detached and/or multiple-unit dwellings are located on the same 

property. The new regulations are intended to put regulations in place that would apply the 

same level of scrutiny over cluster developments that already exist for developments that are 

created through the subdivision process. This could involve a limit to the number of dwellings 

that could be built on a lot without the need for a special approvals process. If a development 

involved more than this limit, a special approvals process in the form of a Site Plan Approval or 

Development Agreement could apply. During this approvals process, studies and plans could be 

required to demonstrate that certain municipal standards are met. 

What Regulations Are Being Proposed? 

The Municipality is considering new regulations that would establish a limit to the number of 

dwellings that could be built on a lot without the need for a special approvals process. If a 

development involved more than this limit, a special approvals process in the form of a Site 

Plan Approval or Development Agreement would apply. In this scenario, the Municipality would 

use this process to evaluate the proposal and ensure that the development meets the same 

standards (environmental, infrastructure, etc.) that exist under the subdivision process. The 

proposed regulations would apply everywhere in the municipality. In areas where there are 

existing land use by-laws already in place, the most stringent of the regulations would apply. 
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03 How We Engaged 
The Municipality used a variety of engagement methods to ensure that as many residents were 

as informed as possible and that everybody was given a chance to have their say. Covered 

within this section will be the content on the engagement website, the survey design and 

limitations, and the open house event. 

Advertisement 

The Municipality pursued a variety of engagement methods to gather community opinions on 

matters related to cluster development while also increasing local awareness of these 

upcoming regulations. Advertising for the project itself was circulated by social media through 

Facebook postings and through radio ads. 

Snapshot of the Posting Made on the MODL Facebook Page 

The purpose of using both forms of advertising was to ensure that the details of the open house 

were available in both physical and digital form.  
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Survey 

The purpose of the survey was to gather a broad sense of who in the Municipality is engaging 

with this topic, what their concerns about cluster development are, and what size of cluster 

development should occur in the Municipality before a special approvals process is triggered. 

The survey was posted on June 1 and ran for over three weeks until closing on July 24. The 

survey had three questions and received 137 total responses. 

Open House 

The Open House Session was organized around a discussion period and a paper version of the 

online survey. The open house was hosted in Cookville on July 10, opening with a staff 

presentation that outlined the basics of cluster developments, why regulations are being 

proposed, and how cluster developments might be regulated. The session ended with 

questions and comments from the community, synthesized in Section 04: ‘What We Heard’.  

Engagement Website 

Snapshot of the engagement website on engage.modl.ca 
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A webpage hosted on the engage.modl.ca page was posted on June 5 to provide an easily 

accessible source of information about cluster developments, why regulations for these 

developments are being proposed, what regulations are being considered, where, and when 

these regulations would apply. Updates about the project, information on the open house 

event, and a link to the survey are also hosted on the website. 
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04 What We Heard 
The feedback collected through the various forms of engagement for the Cluster Development 

project was analyzed and synthesized into this report by MODL planning staff. All feedback was 

considered, and a variety of perspectives are depicted throughout the report.  

Who we Heard From 
Over 69 residents attended the open house event and were 

actively engaged in discussions related to cluster development. A 

total of 137 surveys were completed by community members, 58 

of which identified themselves as living near an existing or 

proposed cluster development. Residents from more than 17 

communities attended the open house. Among them, the largest 

number of attendants were identified as coming from the 

communities of Second Peninsula (36 people), LaHave (9 people), 

and Blockhouse (4 people). 

Topics 

Road Construction and Access 

Attendants to the open house made a distinction that, while issues do exist in MODL 

surrounding cluster development standards, there are existing examples of developments that 

are well designed to make use of the cluster development model to provide housing and 

minimize environmental impacts. However, due to the lack of regulations currently in place for 

cluster developments in MODL, we heard that it is also possible for developers to design cluster 

developments with inadequate standards for roads and shared driveways. Concerns included 

the navigation of emergency vehicles along substandard roads and the quick evacuation of 

community members in the case of an emergency event.   

Question 2 of the survey asked respondents how concerned they were about road construction 

and emergency vehicle access as an aspect of cluster developments. Out of 137 respondents, 

107 selected either extremely or somewhat concerned.  

137 
Survey Respondents 

69 
Open House Attendees 
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Response to Survey Question 2, Part 1 – Road Standards 

Approvals Process 

Importance of Context 

To strike a balance between applying proper oversight on cluster development proposals while 

avoiding unnecessary steps in the development approval process, many municipalities regulate 

cluster developments by specifying a number of homes that can be built on one lot without 

going through an approvals process. This process could take the form of a development 

agreement between the Municipality and the developer, or a site-plan approval process. In 

both cases, the purpose of this approvals process is to ensure that the level of scrutiny that is 

applied to cluster development matches that of a traditional subdivision. 

Many residents expressed that the trigger for an approvals process should be context 

dependent, as should the process itself. Different aspects of a land lot which could determine 

the approvals process were shared including the amount of available land to develop, the 

capacity of the land to provide adequate onsite water and wastewater treatment, and existing 

levels of housing density in the area.  

The third survey question asked respondents to weigh in on what number of units could be 

proposed for a cluster development before an approvals process is triggered. 
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Response to Survey Question 3 

The majority of responses to this question (82 out of 137) were ‘Other’. Within those custom 

responses, twenty respondents expressed that the number of allowable units before an 

approvals process should depend on the size of the lot. Eleven responses suggested that the 

trigger for an approvals process be set between two and four units. In contrast to these lower 

suggested limits, others in this survey question and open house expressed that a low maximum 

of proposed homes could serve as a roadblock to the progress of important housing projects.  

Lack of Existing Regulations 

During the open house, residents expressed concern that the current lack of regulations around 

cluster developments does not impose the same development standards that are normally 

imposed through the subdivision process. While the goal of this project is to implement 

regulations that apply the same level of scrutiny to subdivided units and cluster developments, 

residents were concerned that a new set of regulations could also potentially be bypassed in 

some cases. For instance, one resident raised that flag lots, which feature a long strip of land to 

act as a driveway, could be used to bypass road design standards set out in an approvals 

60%

3%

4%

7%

26%

Many municipalities regulate cluster developments by limiting the 
number of homes (dwellings) that can be built on one lot without going 
through a special approvals process such as Site Plan Approval or a 
Development Agreement. In your view, what should be the maximum 
number of homes allowed on one lot without any special approvals?

Other (82)

Maximum 12 homes (4)

Maximum 8 homes (5)

Maximum 6 homes (10)

Maximum 4 homes (36)
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process. Another concern shared was if the special approvals trigger could be ignored by 

continuously subdividing a lot such that each subdivision falls just under the requirement for a 

special approvals process.  

Density 

Attendants of the open house provided a mixed response regarding the ability of cluster 

developments to achieve higher levels of density compared to traditional subdivisions. A 

frequently raised concern gathered during the engagement process was that having too many 

buildings on one shared cluster development lot would result in a level of density too far 

beyond that which would be seen from a typical subdivision. This sentiment was heard during 

the open house in which residents raised that the increase in density for a cluster development 

compared to a traditional subdivision negatively affects the character of rural communities. 

However, some attendants added that the cluster development model could provide a greater 

variety of housing density in MODL. Residents commented on the potential of cluster 

developments designed to conserve existing natural space and provide additional housing 

options while doing so. In cases where developments are grouped together to make use of 

collective waste and water systems, the density of units found within the cluster developments 

are not necessarily tied to the size of the lot itself but instead to the amount of conserved 

natural space desired.  

Servicing and Infrastructure 

A specific concern expressed about the density enabled by cluster developments was that a 

high limit to the number of dwellings that can be built without special approvals should be 

contingent on the sewer and water capacity of the site. In other words, any cluster 

development must have the necessary capacity for sewer and water available regardless of 

what approval processes are set in place.  

The second survey question asked respondents how concerned they were about water quality 

and quality as an aspect of cluster developments. Out of 137 responses, 115 chose somewhat 

or extremely concerned. 
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Response to Survey Question 2, Part 2 – Water Quality and Quantity 

 

Similarly, 114 out of 137 responses answered that they were somewhat or extremely 

concerned about sewage treatment as an aspect of cluster development. 

 

Response to Survey Question 2, Part 3 – Sewage Treatment  

 

Applying new cluster development standards to existing developments 

Due to cluster development projects in the Municipality that are in-progress, many residents 

expressed interest in how newly implemented regulations for cluster developments could 

affect the approvals process for developments that are already in progress. 

Some residents expressed that, for some cluster developments in MODL, developers appear to 

be bypassing the standards set out in the subdivision by-law rather than make meaningful use 

of the cluster development model. Residents were interested to know if a condominium 
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corporation that had yet to submit building permits would be subject to a new special 

approvals process. It was also suggested to MODL Council members to request a moratorium 

be placed on new cluster developments until the regulations have been put in place, which is 

slated to occur at the end of 2023. 

Environmental concerns and opportunities 

Some residents expressed concern about the potential environmental impact posed by cluster 

developments when proper regulations are not in effect. Out of 137 respondents, 114 stated 

that they were extremely concerned about the environmental impacts posed by cluster 

developments.  

Response to Survey Question 2, Part 4 – Environmental Impact 

During the open house, residents noted that environmental impact served as the most 

significant differentiator between a well designed and poorly designed cluster development. On 

the side of caution, concerns over development in watershed areas led some to suggest that 

source water protection should feature as part of the special approvals process. On the positive 

side, some residents made note of the potential to use cluster development standards to 

conserve natural space by grouping buildings together and conserving the remaining natural 

space. 

  

Next Steps 
When the Cluster Development project What we Heard Report has been completed, staff will 

begin drafting recommendations on regulations that will go to Council for consideration and 

discussion in September 2023. Draft regulations will then be drafted for further public 

engagement in the Fall and adoption by Council by the end of 2023. 
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Appendix 

Survey 

The following results are from a survey that was provided to residents both online and in 

person. In total, there were 137 respondents. The following section breaks down the results for 

each question and used in section 04: ‘What we Heard.  

Question 1

 

Question 1 gathers background information about the respondents to get a sense of the level 

of personal connection the respondents have to the way cluster development is treated in 

MODL. 
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Which of the following best describes your 
interest in this initiative?

 I am a resident of
MODL. (66)

I am a resident of
MODL and live
near an existing or
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I am involved in
the development
industry. (13)
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Question 2

  
Question 2 considers the overall level of concern that respondents felt regarding different types 

of impacts that cluster developments can produce when proper standards have not been set. 
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Question 3

Question 3 asks the respondent to identify a limit to the number of dwellings that can be built 

on a lot before special oversight is applied.  
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Many municipalities regulate cluster developments by limiting the 
number of homes (dwellings) that can be built on one lot without going 
through a special approvals process such as Site Plan Approval or a 
Development Agreement. In your view, what should be the maximum 
number of homes allowed on one lot without any special approvals?

Other (82)
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Maximum 4 homes (36)
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Municipality of the District of Lunenburg's Planning &

Development Services Department.
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01 Report Summary

In response to the indefinite delay of the
province's Coastal Protection Act
regulations, the Municipality of the District
of Lunenburg (MODL) is developing new
rules that will regulate how development
occurs along our coast. The new
regulations aim to prevent construction on
the coast in areas that are vulnerable to
coastal flooding and erosion, while also
safeguarding coastal ecosystems, such as
wetlands, from harm caused by
development.

The Coastal Protection project is part of
the broader MODL2040 project, a land use
planning project with the end goal of
establishing comprehensive municipal
zoning and planning regulations
throughout MODL. While the Coastal
Protection regulations will be implemented
separately, coastal development will
ultimately be integrated into the final
Municipal Planning Strategy and Land Use
Bylaw under the MODL2040 project.

The Coastal Protection "What We Heard
Report" summarizes the feedback that was
collected from community members during
the initial round of public engagement for
the Coastal Protection project. The public
was provided with extensive informational
materials on Coastal Protection and was
engaged through surveys, open houses,
and various mapping activities. The data
collected through public engagement will 

help inform the creation of the coastal
development regulations.

Information about the various engagement
materials and events were distributed
through newspaper and radio ads, social
media posts, municipal newsletters, and
the Coastal Protection project page on
MODL's engage website. Fact sheets,
FAQs, expert interviews, surveys, and an
interactive map were made available on
the website, with the option to receive
project updates via email.

Seven open houses, both in-person and
virtual, were conducted across MODL's
communities. Residents engaged in
discussions, contributed to maps, and
completed surveys. 

The online survey contained eighteen
questions covering coastal erosion, sea
level rise, and sensitive coastal
ecosystems. A total of 369 individuals
completed the survey between May and
July 2023. The interactive map allowed
residents to pinpoint areas prone to
coastal flooding and erosion and to identify
areas that have coastal ecosystems such
as wetlands, beaches, and dunes.

Initial public engagement for the Coastal
Protection project revealed concerns about
coastal flooding, erosion, and the
protection of coastal ecosystems. Many 
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respondents acknowledged the need for
regulations on coastal development. Others
voiced the desire for more public education
materials and programming to help further
the public's understanding of climate
change, and the ways they can combat
coastal flooding and erosion on their
properties. 

The public feedback also highlighted the
importance of inter-governmental
collaboration, public access to the coast,
and the impacts of Recreational Vehicle
(RV) parks and campgrounds on the
coastline.

creating recommendations for future
coastal development regulations (to be
presented to Council in September 2023)
drafting regulations;
conducting further public engagement on
the draft regulations in Fall 2023 and;
obtaining Council's approval on the final
regulations by the end of 2023.

The next steps of the Coastal Protection
project include:

The Coastal Protection regulations represent
a step toward safeguarding MODL's coastal
areas, ensuring community resilience, and
preserving invaluable coastal ecosystems.

2
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02 Introduction

and Background

Protecting our communities from our
coast: Keeping human activity away
from the risks posed by coastal
erosion and flooding.

Protecting our coastline from us:
Protecting our sensitive coastal
ecosystems from the impacts of
human activity and development.

The Municipality of the District of
Lunenburg (MODL) is developing new rules
that will impact how development occurs
along our coast. MODL's new regulations
are intended to meet two primary
objectives:

MODL's Council made the decision to take
on the task of creating coastal development
regulations after the province announced at
the end of March 2023 that the
implementation of the Coastal Protection
Act (CPA) regulations would be delayed
indefinitely.  

The CPA regulations were originally
intended to come into effect in the spring of
2023, but, as of the writing of this report,
the regulations have not yet been
implemented.

The Coastal Protection What We Heard
Report (WWHR) outlines the feedback
planning staff received from MODL
community members on various topics
related to coastal protection including
coastal erosion, sea level rise, and coastal
ecosystems. 

Several methods of engagement including
open houses, a survey, an interactive map,
and informational materials were used
throughout the first round of public
engagement to inform the public on the key
issues and to collect feedback. The
feedback gathered will serve as a starting
point as MODL begins making steps toward
developing coastal regulations. 

Work on the Coastal Protection project
began in mid-April 2023, and municipal
regulations are expected to be implemented
by the end of 2023.

Introduction
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The Coastal Protection project is a part
of the larger MODL2040 project which
will introduce comprehensive zoning and
planning regulations throughout MODL
within the next couple years.

In 2018, the government of Nova Scotia
mandated that all municipalities create
and adopt comprehensive planning
regulations that cover the entirety of the
municipality.

Currently, MODL only has zoning and
planning regulations in the form of
Secondary Planning Strategies for the
communities of Blockhouse, Hebbville,
Hemford Forest, Oakland, Osprey Village,
Princes Inlet, and Riverport. 

The MODL2040 project will produce a
Municipal Planning Strategy and Land
Use Bylaw that addresses a variety of
topics including the Statements of
Provincial Interest which are Drinking
Water, Flood Risk, Agricultural Land,
Infrastructure, and Housing. 

The Coastal Protection regulations will
be implemented before the MODL2040
project is complete, but will ultimately be
included within MODL’s final Municipal
Planning Strategy and Land Use Bylaw.

Background

4
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Advertising

Purpose
A variety of engagement methods were
used to try to ensure that as many
people as possible had access to
information about the Coastal
Protection project, and that everyone
was given a chance to provide input.
The following section includes details
about the content from the engagement
website, the design and limitations of
the survey, and the open house events.

A postcard was sent to every household
at the beginning of June to notify
residents that public engagement on the
topic of Coastal Protection was starting.
The postcard included a link to the
engagement website that contained
informational materials for residents.
Newspaper and radio ads were used to
advertise the dates and times of the open
house events. The Municipality’s
Facebook page was also used to
advertise open house and workshop
events as well as to share educational
content created by staff for the public
such as the fact sheets and expert
interview series which are discussed in
detail below. 

03 How We Engaged

Postcards
Newspaper ads
Radio ads
Social media

Facebook postings
Engagement Website
Newsletters

Municipal Matters

A combination of methods and materials
were used to advertise the various
events and informational materials
related to the Coastal Protection project
including: 

Postcard

5

Screenshot of postcard sent to all MODL residents.
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Engagement Website

Scan the QR code to visit the Coastal Protection
page on the engage MODL website.

The Coastal Protection project page, located
on the engage MODL website, was launched
at the end of May to provide residents with
easily accessible information on Coastal
Protection. Visitors to the page also had the
option to enter their email to receive
updates on the project as it progressed. 

There were 2060 engage website visits
between June and August 2023. The project
page contained fact sheets, frequently asked
questions (FAQ), dates for open houses and
public workshops, an interactive map, and a
survey.

6

Screenshot of Coastal Protection project page on MODL's engage website.
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Fact Sheets

10
Fact
Sheets

Coastal Erosion 
Sea Level Rise 
Horizontal Setbacks 
Vertical Elevation Setbacks 
Storm Surge 
Sensitive Coastal Ecosystems 
Living Shorelines 
Social Coastal Assets 
Land Subsidence 
Saltwater Intrusion 

Staff created ten fact sheets with Coastal
Protection terminology that are helpful for
understanding the topic of Coastal
Protection. The information was paired
with relevant pictures of locations in
MODL or infographics. Terms that were
covered by the fact sheets included:
 

Frequently Asked Questions
A FAQ section was created based on
questions staff expected to receive from
residents as well as comments gathered
from members of the MODL community.
The purpose of the FAQ section was to
provide as much information to residents
as possible so that they would feel
informed before attending an open
house, contributing to the interactive
map, or filling out the survey.  

7
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Expert Interview Series
On June 12, 2023, a two-part expert
interview series was launched, focusing
on coastal wetlands and flooding. 

A Ducks Unlimited Conservation
Program Specialist talked about the
utilization of wetlands for long-term
coastal protection, while a Dalhousie
University School of Planning Professor
discussed MODL's readiness for
heightened coastal flooding and
inundation. 

The purpose of the interview series was
to offer residents in-depth insights
beyond municipal staff's capabilities,
with the goal of increasing the public's
understanding on the importance of
coastal protection. 

8
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Survey
The purpose of the survey was to gather
public input on coastal erosion, sea level
rise, and sensitive coastal ecosystems. It
contained eighteen questions, with sixteen
question being multiple-choice or Likert
scale options and two questions being
open-ended. 

The survey was accessible online through
MODL’s engagement website, and paper
copies were offered at the municipal office
and open house events. Staff manually
inputted any paper survey submissions that
were received.

The survey ran for eight weeks, spanning
from May 29 to July 23, 2023. In total, 369
individuals completed the survey. The
results of both online and paper
submissions are reflected in the content of
this report.

369

Total 
 Respondents

Survey Limitations
The survey's limitations are acknowledged
to address issues in design, distribution,
and analysis. 

Time Limit
The survey was open for just eight weeks
due to the expedited nature of the Coastal
Protection project. Staff had a limited
amount of time to both collect survey
responses and to summarize the feedback
into the What We Heard Report.

Duplicate Survey Responses
Respondents were not required to register
or create an account to take the Coastal
Protection survey, which means there is a
possibility that individuals could have
submitted multiple surveys. Though the
potential for repeated responses was
possible, the ultimate goal of the survey
was to reach as many people as possible
and to avoid any barriers that might
prevent people from participating.

Data Analysis and
Subjectivity Bias
Qualitative data analysis utilizes the best
judgement of individuals to determine key
themes. Subjectivity bias is noted as a
potential limitation in this report because
a single individual was tasked with
creating themes from the data that was
collected through the various methods of
public engagement.

9
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Interactive Map

The purpose of the interactive map
was to provide an online option for
residents to identify areas throughout
MODL that experience coastal erosion
and flooding as well as to indicate the
location of beaches, dunes, wetlands,
and other sensitive coastal
ecosystems. Paper maps of MODL’s
coastal communities were also
provided at the open house events for
the same purposes.

10

Screenshot of interactive online map from MODL's engage website.
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A total of seven open houses (six in-person,
one virtual) were held throughout the months
of June and July 2023. The in-person open
houses were held in the communities of
Dayspring, LaHave, Blockhouse, Big Tancook
Island, Cherry Hill, and Riverport. The table
below indicates the community and date
where each open house took place as well as
the number of recorded attendees. Staff had
a sign-in sheet at the door of each of the in-
person open houses and at least 240 people

Community Name Open House Date
# of Recorded

Attendees

1. Dayspring June 13, 2023 29

2. LaHave June 14, 2023 28

3. Virtual Open House June 14, 2023 7

4. Blockhouse June 19, 2023 30

5. Big Tancook Island June 20, 2023 25

6. Cherry Hill June 21, 2023 57

7. Riverport July 12, 2023 64

Open Houses
signed in to the open house events.

Each open house began with an
informational presentation from staff and
concluded with a question and discussion
period, and, for the in-person sessions, an
interactive period that included a mapping
activity, question board exercise, and the
opportunity to fill out a paper version of the
online survey. 
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What changes are you seeing in your
community related to coastal erosion,
sea level rise, or coastal ecosystem?
What impact do you think these changes
will have on your community in the
future? 
What do you think are some of the
solutions to these changes? 
Why do you think it is important to
address these changes? 

Staff’s presentation was intended to provide
information on the basics of coastal
protection and to outline the Municipality’s
objectives for the Coastal Protection project. 

The question and discussion period
provided residents with the opportunity to
comment on the presentation, ask questions,
and express any concerns that had not
already been addressed. 

The purpose of the mapping activity was to
identify areas throughout MODL that
experience coastal erosion and flooding as
well as to indicate the location of beaches,
dunes, wetlands, and other sensitive coastal
ecosystems. 

The question boards were used to gather
information from residents about the coastal
changes they are experiencing in their
communities. Some residents also
submitted general comments into a
comment box.

The following questions were included on
the question boards:

1.

2.

3.

4.
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Who We
Heard From

The feedback collected through the various
forms of public engagement for the Coastal
Protection project were thoroughly
analyzed and synthesized into this report
by MODL planning staff. All feedback was
considered, and a variety of perspectives
are depicted throughout the report. Any
survey results including a percentage that
are discussed within the report have been
rounded up or down to the nearest digit.
For exact survey results, please see the
Appendix located at the end of the report.
Graphs, maps, quotes, and pictures were
used in the report to visually represent the
public input that was received and to
emphasize the different perspectives that
exist on the topic of Coastal Protection.

04 What We Heard

Over 240 residents attended the seven
open house events held throughout June
and July 2023. Many individuals also
interacted with MODL's engagement
website, including the online mapping tool
which resulted in 42 points being added
that identified areas throughout MODL that
have been affected by either coastal
flooding or erosion, or that contain sensitive
coastal ecosystems.

Furthermore, a total of of 369 people
completed the Coastal Protection survey. Of
the 369 survey respondents, 206 (56%)
indicated that they own coastal property.
Out of those 206 coastal property owners,
173 (84%) stated that their property
currently has a structure (house or other) on
it while 33 (16%) indicated that their
property is currently vacant.

There were some differences in the
responses from coastal property owners that
have structures on their properties and
those with vacant properties. Notably, there
was more variety in the responses from
property owners with vacant properties
which resulted in an overall lower level of
concern and the desire for less strict
regulations when compared to property
owners with existing structures. The
differentiation in results will be discussed
throughout the following section.
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Within the
Project Scope
The scope of the Coastal Protection project
includes the topics of coastal flooding and
sea level rise, coastal erosion, and coastal
ecosystems, as well as the project objectives
of protecting communities and protecting
sensitive coastal areas.

When asked if there is a need to regulate
coastal development within MODL, 82% of
survey respondents said yes. Please see the
Appendix for a breakdown of the
quantitative data collected through the
Coastal Protection survey.
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Concern for Coastal Flooding

Out of all survey respondents, most
indicated a high level of concern related
to coastal flooding caused by sea level
rise with 31% selecting very concerned
and 40% selecting extremely concerned.

Coastal Flooding

Concern for Coastal Flooding (All Respondents)

40% Extremely Concerned

31% Very Concerned

13% Moderately Concerned

13% Somewhat Concerned

3% Not At All

Responses from coastal property owners
(both with structures and vacant) were
similar when compared to the collective
response for level of concern about
coastal flooding.

somewhat concerned, and 6%
selecting not at all concerned.

When considering the responses from
coastal property owners (both with
structures and vacant), 47% felt that
their property is currently being
impacted by coastal flooding caused by
storms, hurricanes, and other extreme
weather events while 43% indicated
that their property is not affected by
coastal flooding.

Concern for Coastal Flooding (All Waterfront
Property Owners)

40% Extremely Concerned

29% Very Concerned

13% Moderately Concerned

14% Somewhat Concerned

4% Not At All

The level of concern indicated by coastal
property owners with vacant properties
appeared to be more varied, with 24%
selecting extremely concerned, 21%
selecting very concerned, 18% selecting
moderately concerned, 31% selecting Do you believe coastal flooding impacts other

properties in your community? (All Respondents)

80% Yes

10% No

8% Unsure

2% Other

However, 80% of all survey
respondents indicated that coastal
flooding affects other properties within
their community. 

Is your property currently being impacted by
coastal flooding caused by storms, hurricanes,
etc? (All Waterfront Property Owners)

47% Yes

43% No

3% Unsure

7% Other
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Roads flooding more regularly
(especially after big storms).
Development encroaching on the
coast, reducing natural buffers to sea
level rise and storm surge.
Boardwalks being damaged more
frequently.
Sea level rise will change the current
landscape of coastal communities.

Feedback collected from public
engagement indicated that residents
are noticing the effects of coastal
flooding in their communit﻿ies
including:

Interactive Map

During the open house events, staff
provided residents with large, printed
maps to indicate areas at risk of coastal
flooding using green stickers. Residents
appeared to be most concerned about
flooding along the LaHave River. The
communities of Blue Rocks, Broad Cove,
Cherry Hill, Corkums Island, Dublin
Shore, and Petite Rivière were also
identified by residents as areas that may
experience some form of coastal
flooding.

Map showing areas that experience coastal flooding in MODL identified by residents.
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A common request within the community
feedback was to implement “realistic
regulations" for coastal development. The
survey responses showed that 65% of all
respondents believe that existing land use
regulations do not provide adequate
protection from coastal flooding (See
Appendix, Question 8). When asked about
the level of protection that would be
appropriate, 54% selected a high level of
protection, with a total of 77% indicating a
preference for moderate to high level
protection related to coastal flooding.

Level of Protection Against Coastal Flooding (All
Respondents)

54% High Protection

23% Moderate Protection

15% Some Protection

8% No New Regulations
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0% 
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Waterfront
Property Owners

Level of Protection Against Coastal Flooding
(Respondent Comparison)

 Waterfront
Property Owners

with Existing
Structures

(House or Other)

Responses from coastal property owners
with existing structures were similar to the
collective of responses with 49% selecting
high protection, 22% selecting moderate
protection, 19% selecting some protection,
and 10% selecting no new regulations.

Responses from coastal property owners
with vacant properties were more varied
with 31% selecting high protection, 24%
selecting moderate protection, 27%
selecting some protection, and 18%
selecting no new regulations. The graph
below compares responses from all
respondents, coastal property owners with
structures (house or other), and coastal
property owners with vacant properties.

When responses from all coastal property
owners (both with structures and vacant)
were examined, the feedback was similar
to the collective response.

Level of Protection Against Coastal Flooding (All
Waterfront Property Owners)

46% High Protection

22% Moderate Protection

20% Some Protection

12% No New Regulations

Level of Protection
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Vertical elevation and horizontal setbacks
were discussed as methods for combatting
both sea level rise and coastal erosion. If
setbacks were included as part of MODL's
coastal development regulations, the setback
distances would be based on both projected
sea level rise and the lifespan of a typical
structure, which is usually about 100 years.
Many survey respondents indicated support
for development-related setbacks and other
alternatives within their feedback.

“Definitive setbacks and clear
acceptance of known and unknown risks
and costs by developers.”
(Anonymous Respondent

“Make substantial vertical and horizontal
setbacks mandatory.”
(Anonymous Respondent)

“I heard about setbacks and elevation for
addressing this, are there any other ways
of building on the coast like stilts? There
are some properties that won’t be able to
be built upon if the setbacks are too
wide.”
(Anonymous Respondent)

However, some survey respondents, and
residents who spoke directly with staff,
were concerned about the effect that
vertical and horizontal setbacks would have
on property value and insurance
coverage/rates. 

A common anecdote heard throughout the
public engagement period was that people
had purchased coastal property as a
retirement investment or for their family to
build on in the future.

Many worried that large setbacks would
make their property undevelopable, or, that
if their property was shown to be
susceptible to coastal flooding, that they
would be denied insurance coverage, or
their insurance rate would increase. Some
indicated that education on climate change
is needed for people to better understand
the risks.

“We have worked hard to own our
property and wish for it to remain in our
family for many generations moving
forward. Strict and restrictive rules will
affect our property value and possibly
increase insurance rates and
insurability.”
(Anonymous Respondent)

“Impacts on property values may be
significant for some, however the
potential longer-term costs may be
higher. Finding that right balance is
difficult - but education is a must to
allow everyone to make better informed
decisions.”
(Anonymous Respondent)
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Others stated that current regulations were
sufficient and that no more regulations were
needed, or that there are already too many
rules for coastal property owners. 

"Instead of regulations limiting
development, let people use their
property. Make it clear that people have to
pay insurance and cover own risks if they
are impacted rather than making
government rules."
(Anonymous Respondent)
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Coastal Erosion
Concern for Coastal Erosion

Out of all survey respondents, 32%
indicated they are very concerned about
coastal erosion and 38% indicated that
they are extremely concerned about
coastal erosion. 

Like coastal flooding, when responses
from coastal property owners (both with
structures and vacant) were compared to
all survey responses, the percentages
were similar with 30% indicating that
they are very concerned and 36%
indicating that they are extremely
concerned about coastal erosion.

38% Extremely Concerned

32% Very Concerned
16% Moderately Concerned

13% Somewhat Concerned

1% Not At All

Concern for Coastal Erosion (All Respondents)

When asked about their personal
experience with coastal erosion, 51% of
coastal property owners indicated that
their property has been affected while
42% indicated that their property has
not been affected and 7% indicated
they were unsure.

36% Extremely Concerned

30% Very Concerned

18% Moderately Concerned

15% Somewhat Concerned

2% Not At All

Concern for Coastal Erosion (All Waterfront Property
Owners)

42% No

 51% Yes

7% Unsure

Is your property currently experiencing the
effects of Coastal Erosion (All Waterfront
Property Owners)

8% No

85% Yes
7% Unsure

However, out of all survey respondents,
85% indicated that they have noticed
coastal erosion affecting other
properties within their communities.

Do you believe that erosion impacts other
properties within your community? (All
Respondents)
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Eroded vegetation along shorelines and
changing landscapes.
Erosion near shoreline development.
Rocks being pushed back on beaches.
Damage to roads.
More rock wall installations.

Feedback collected from public
engagement indicated that residents are
noticing the effects of coastal erosion in
their communities including:
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Interactive Map

During the open house events, paper maps
were provided for residents to identify areas
at risk of coastal erosion using a red sticker.
Many residents placed stickers identifying
erosion-prone areas in their communities
and the surrounding areas. Notably, most
stickers were concentrated around Big
Tancook Island and Green Bay. Stickers
were also placed around the communities of
Dublin Shore, Kingsburg, Lower LaHave, and
Broad Cove.

Other places that residents indicated as
erosion-prone included Cherry Hill and
Maders Cove. The mapping activity
encouraged engaging discussion focused
on the challenges created by coastal
erosion between residents and municipal
staff.

Map showing areas with Coastal Erosion identified by MODL residents.  
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Approximately 66% of all survey
respondents indicated that current
regulations are insufficient for protecting
coastal properties from erosion. 

When asked about the level of regulations
that would be appropriate, most
respondents indicated a need for moderate
to high regulations to combat coastal
erosion. 

66% No

12% Yes
23% Unsure

Do existing land use regulations provide
appropriate protection from Coastal Erosion? (All
Respondents)

Level of protection against Coastal Erosion (All
Respondents)

52% High Protection
25% Moderate Protection
15% Some Protection
7% No New Regulations

Coastal property owners with existing
infrastructure more often indicated the
desire for a high level of protection. When
asked about coastal erosion, with 46%
selecting high protection, 27% selecting
moderate protection, 18% selecting some
protection, and 9% selecting no new
regulations.

The preferences of vacant waterfront
property owners were more varied with 28%
selecting high protection, 27% selecting
moderate protection, 24% selecting some
protection, and 21% selecting no new
regulations. The graph below compares
feedback from the different types of
respondents.

Level of Protection Against Coastal Erosion (All
Waterfront Property Owners)

43% High Protection

27% Moderate Protection
20% Some Protection
10% No New Regulations
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When responses from all coastal property
owners (both with structures and vacant)
were examined, the feedback collected was
similar to the collective of responses.
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The soft barriers option was selected by
36% of respondents, and 7% indicated that
they perceived hard barriers to be the most
effective option.

36% Soft Barrier

47% Both
11% Other

7% Hard Barrier

What option would best protect the coast? (All
Respondents)

From the ‘Other’ category, respondents
shared a variety of responses both in
support and in opposition to hard
barriers. 

Some commented on the need for more
information to be able to decide, or
suggested the need for experts to
determine what the best option is on a
case-by-case basis. Other respondents
indicated that hard barriers are
sometimes the only option or are
appropriate in certain scenarios. 

Many survey respondents understood
the negative effects sea walls can have
and indicated that the reason they
believe a property owner may choose a
hard barrier, such as a sea wall, over a
soft barrier, such as a living shoreline,
is due to a lack of education and
awareness on the types of shoreline
barriers. Several people echoed the
need for more public education and 

The variation in responses to the survey
questions emphasized how nuanced
coastal protection is as an issue.

The responses were again varied when
respondents were asked about the
possibility of regulating hard barriers
such as rock armouring and sea walls.

Going into the Coastal Protection public
engagement, the Municipality aimed to
spread information about the different
types of barriers that can help property
owners combat erosion, specifically living
shorelines.

Materials about living shorelines were
provided on the engagement website and
MODL also partnered with a local
organization, TransCoastal Adaptations,
to deliver a free, public training session
on living shorelines and the benefits they
can provide coastal property owners. 

One survey question asked respondents
to select the option that they perceived as
being the best for slowing down erosion
from a variety of options including hard
barriers (rock armouring or sea walls), soft
barriers (vegetative buffers, living
shorelines), a combination of both types,
or an ‘Other’ option where respondents
could provide insight into their selection
or offer alternatives to the provided
options.

Most respondents, 46%, selected the
combination of soft and hard barriers
option.
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41% High Protection
27% Moderate Protection
23% Some Protection
9% No New Regulations

awareness on both sea walls and living
shorelines.

"Knowing what we know about sea level
rise, it is important that significant
setbacks be put in place as soon as
possible. Hard armoring our beaches is a
practice that is not beneficial - we now
know better - now is the time to do
better."
(Anonymous Respondent)

"Need for better visual resources to help
property owners understand importance
of natural processes for the health of
coastal ecosystems and costs and
benefits to different approaches for
mitigating coastal erosion and flooding."
(Anonymous Respondent)

"Provide ideas to help homeowners
prevent erosion - what materials, plants
are best. Also what kind of hard
landscaping is allowed?"
(Anonymous Respondent)

Other popular responses for why someone
might choose a sea wall included the
perceived high relative cost of
implementing living shorelines, the lack of
funding opportunities for living shorelines,
and the perceived lack of
effectiveness for living shorelines to prevent
erosion (See Appendix, Question 13).

Out of all respondents, responses were
varied when it came to the level of
protection appropriate for regulating
shoreline armouring with 41% selecting 

Like the coastal flooding responses, most
people were in favour of realistic
regulations to combat coastal erosion.
Horizontal setbacks for coastal
development were discussed as one
method that could be used to combat
erosion along the coast.

As mentioned previously, there was support
for setbacks to protect both people and the
coast. The suggestion of horizontal
setbacks raised similar concerns around
property values and insurance coverage as
the vertical elevation setbacks for sea level
rise.
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Level of protection for Shoreline Armouring and
Protection

high protection, 27% selecting moderate
protection, 23% selecting some protection,
and 9% selecting no new regulations.
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Sensitive Coastal Ecosystems 

Concern for Coastal Ecosystems

Out of all survey respondents, 24% are very
concerned and 57% are extremely
concerned about losing coastal
environmental features such as wetlands,
dunes, and beaches.

57% Extremely Concerned

24% Very Concerned
9% Moderately Concerned

6% Somewhat Concerned
4% Not At All

Concern for Loss of Sensitive Coastal Ecosystems
(All Respondents)

Out of all survey respondents, most ranked
their understanding of the benefits
associated with sensitive coastal
ecosystems as moderate to high. 

40% High

45% Moderate
11% Low

2% None
2% Other

What is your understanding of the benefits
associated with Sensitive Coastal Ecosystems?
(All Respondents)

Concern for Loss of Sensitive Coastal Ecosystems
(All Waterfront Property Owners)

51% Extremely Concerned

22% Very Concerned
12% Moderately Concerned

9% Somewhat Concerned
6% Not At All

When comparing responses from coastal
property owners to the collective of
responses, the numbers are similar with
22% indicating they are very concerned and
51% indicating extreme concern.
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Outside of the survey, many residents
expressed the importance of protecting
coastal ecosystems, not only to maintain
the beauty of MODL’s natural landscape,
but also to preserve important habitats,
prevent erosion, and filter contaminants
from water bodies. 

Sand loss and erosion.
Wetlands flooding.
Development disturbing sand dunes
and wetlands.

Feedback collected from public
engagement indicated that residents
are noticing changes to coastal
ecosystems including:

A few communities were repeatedly
mentioned by residents as areas with
coastal ecosystems that are already being
affected by coastal development including
Broad Cove, Cherry Hill, Crescent Beach,
and Green Bay. 
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The combined results of the online
interactive map and the mapping activities
from the open house events echoed the
statements about the above communities
and highlighted other areas that have
sensitive coastal ecosystems or are
generally important to community
members.
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Interactive Map

During the open house events, residents
mapped places they knew had sensitive
coastal ecosystems like wetlands, dunes, and
beaches. Different coloured stars were used:
yellow for beaches, green for wetlands, and
orange for dunes. 

People put a lot of wetland stickers on the
map along the coastline. They used the most
stickers for wetlands between Crescent
Beach, Green Bay, Broad Cove, Cherry Hill,
and Cape Bay Beach. Another community
with many green stickers was Big Tancook
Island.

Dunes appeared to be clustered in the
communities of Green Bay, Crescent Beach,
and Hirtle's Beach. Other places like Cherry
Hill, Currie Cove, First Peninsula, Cape Bay
Beach, and Sand Dollar Beach also had
stickers identifying areas with dunes.

Stickers for beaches were spread out along
the whole coastline. Most stickers were
placed around Cherry Hill, Green Bay, and
Hirtle's Beach.

Map showing areas with sensitive coastal ecosystems and areas of importance identified by MODL residents.  
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Out of all survey respondents, 84%
indicated that protecting areas that are
considered to be ecologically sensitives
such as beaches, dunes, and wetlands is a
high priority.

How much do you value protecting areas that are
deemed ecologically sensitive along the coast? (All
Respondents)

When asked about the appropriate level of
regulations to protect coastal ecosystems,
66% of all respondents indicated the need
for high protection.

84% High

13% Moderate 
1% Low
2% Other

Level of Protection

54% High Protection

22% Moderate Protection

14% Some Protection

10% No New Regulations

Level of Protection to protect Sensitive Coastal
Ecosystems (All Waterfront Property Owners)

Level of Protection to protect Sensitive Coastal
Ecosystems (All Respondents)

66% High Protection

18% Moderate Protection
9% Some Protection
7% No New Regulations

Most coastal property owners with existing
structures indicated the desire for high
protection of coastal ecosystems with 54%
selecting high protection, 22% selecting
moderate protection, 14% selecting some
protection, and 10% selecting no new
regulations.

The responses from vacant waterfront
property owners were more varied with 34%
selecting high protection, 24% selecting
moderate protection, 18% selecting some
protection, and 24% selecting no new
regulations. The graph below compares
feedback from the different types of
respondents.
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When responses from all coastal property
owners (both with structures and vacant)
were examined, the feedback collected
was similar to the collective of responses.
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Staff also collected feedback from
residents on the types of regulations that
they believe would protect coastal
ecosystems which included limiting
development close to sensitive
ecosystems through setbacks;
encouraging the use of living shorelines;
discouraging infilling of wetlands; and
requesting a moratorium on development
until regulations are adopted.
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Several community members expressed
the need for inter-governmental
collaboration when regulating development
on the coast to encourage accountability
between levels of government. Some
people mentioned that higher levels of
government often have access to experts
in more fields than local government. It
was suggested that creating evidence-
based regulations with the help of experts
would result in rules that are reliable,
consistent, and free of loopholes.

Topics Emerging from Engagement
Some of the feedback received during the
initial Coastal Protection public
engagement fell outside the original scope
of the project. 

Though the following topics may not be
directly addressed through the Coastal
Protection project, the wider MODL2040
project will cover more topics as MODL
works toward implementing
comprehensive zoning and planning
regulations. 

The following section covers topics that fall
outside the scope of the Coastal
Protection project but arose during public
engagement.

“The debacles at Crescent Beach,
Cherry Hill, and Eagle's Head
demonstrate we need to have a much
more integrated approach to managing
coastline development. Specifically, we
need greater collaboration amongst all
levels of government to ensure
appropriate enforcement of whatever
by-laws are put in place.”
(Anonymous Respondent)

Other residents indicated that the task of
protecting our coastlines should be the
responsibility of the province. Many people
called for MODL to demand a moratorium
on coastal development, until the
regulations could be implemented or for
the Provincial Government to implement
the CPA regulations.
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Collaboration Between
Levels of Government
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“It is terrific that MODL is taking
action on this subject. However this
really should be a provincial matter
with provincial regulations dictating the
fundamentals of a coastal protection
strategy.”
(Anonymous Respondent)

Public Access to
the Coast
A recurring theme from the feedback was
public access to the coast. Many
community members voiced concern about
how new coastal developments are
blocking off previously accessible beaches
and coastal areas from the public. 

RV Parks and
Campgrounds
Another concern heard from many
residents was related to recreational
vehicle (RV) parks and campgrounds being
developed along the coast, with references
being made to developments in the
communities of Green Bay and Cherry Hill.

When concerns about RV parks were raised
during the open house events, residents
were advised that the topic fell outside the
scope of the Coastal Protection project and
that RV parks would be discussed in more
detail within the larger, MODL2040 project. 

Another related theme was the public’s
perception that private property owners are
restricting or completely cutting off access to
the shoreline, which raised questions about
both the municipal and provincial role in
facilitating public access to the coast. 

"...is part of this plan to include permission
for public access to the beaches? Aren’t
beaches here crown land?” 
(Anonymous Respondent)
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05 Next Steps
Now that the Coastal Protection project WWHR has been completed, staff will begin drafting
recommendations for the new Coastal Development regulations. Recommendations will be
discussed with Council in September and then released to the public for further discussion
and engagement in Fall 2023. Final regulations will be approved by Council by the end of
2023.

33
53



The Municipality of the District of Lunenburg extends our gratitude to all
residents who participated in the initial phase of public engagement for the
Coastal Protection project. Whether you dedicated your time to completing the
survey, attended an open house, or shared your insights through email, your
contributions are valuable to this project.

Thank you.
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06 Appendix

55.8% Yes

42.3% No
1.9% Unsure

Question 1
Do you own property directly on the coast?

Question 1 gathered background information about respondents to get a sense of the level
of personal connection the respondents have to the way coastal properties are treated in
MODL.

80.1% Yes

16.0% No
3.9% Unsure

Question 2
Does the property have a house or other significant structure on it currently?

Question 2 gathered additional background to see if the respondent’s coastal properties
have existing structures that might be at risk of environmental change or if that property
might still have development potential.
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Question 3
Is your property currently experiencing the effects of coastal erosion?

Question 3 draws on the experience and conceptions of respondents with coastal structures
to see the current effects of erosion (Some properties are built on solid ground that will not
see any additional erosion).

29.2% Yes

65.6% No
5.2% Unsure

Question 4
In your opinion, do you believe that erosion impacts other properties within your
community?

Moving to a community-wide scale, Question 4 gathers further local information about the
impacts of coastal erosion. It also allows those without coastal properties to share what they
have observed.

85.0% Yes

8.2% No
6.8% Unsure
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Question 5
In your opinion, do existing land use regulations provide appropriate protection from coastal
erosion?

Question 5 considers the level of satisfaction with the current state of land use regulation
along the coast for erosion protection.

11.7% Yes

65.5% No
22.8% Unsure

Question 6
Is your property currently being impacted by coastal flooding caused by storms, hurricanes,
etc.?

Question 6 considers flooding both through rising sea level and storms, both of which are
linked to climate change.

31.1% Yes

59.9% No

3.5% Unsure

5.4% Other (Specify)
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Question 7
In your opinion, do you believe coastal flooding impacts other properties in your community?

Question 7 mimics Question 6 but allows those without coastal properties to share their
observation as well.

79.5% Yes

10.4% No

7.7% Unsure

2.5% Other (Specify)

Question 8
In your opinion, do existing land use regulations provide appropriate protection from coastal
flooding?

Question 8 considers the level of satisfaction with current regulations along the coast for
protecting from coastal flooding. 

11.4% Yes

64.9% No
23.7% Unsure
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Question 9
In your opinion, do existing land use regulations provide appropriate protection for sensitive
coastal ecosystems?

Question 9 similarly considers current regulations along the coast for protecting coastal
ecosystems.

11.5% Yes

70.7% No
17.8% Unsure

Question 10
What is your understanding of the benefits associated with sensitive coastal ecosystems

Sensitive coastal ecosystems provide important services including promoting biodiversity,
but also act as a soft barrier to flooding that can move upwards with rising sea levels.
Question 10 begins by establishing the general level of public understanding of this matter. 

39.8% High

45.5% Moderate

10.6% Low

2.5% None

1.6% Other
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Question 11
How much do you value protecting areas that are deemed ecologically sensitive along the
coast such as wetlands, dunes, and spits?

Building on the previous question, Question 11 asks respondents to indicate how valuable
those protected areas are to protect.

Question 12
What kind of protection do you feel would best protect the coast?

Question 12 asks respondents what form of coastal protection would be the most ideal to
protect MODL’s coastline. 

83.6% High

13.1% Moderate

1.1% Low

2.2% None

0% Other

6.8% Hard barrier

36.1% Soft barrier

46.5% Both

10.6% Other (Specify)
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Lack of education and awareness High relative cost
Lack of funding opportunities such as costs

Lack of effectiveness Lack of local contractors
Other (Please specify))
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Question 13
What factors do you believe would influence a decision to choose soft barriers like living
shorelines over hard barriers like rock armoring for coastal protection?

Question 13 considers barriers, both felt and perceived, to the use of natural features like
living shorelines or other forms of costal restoration for the purpose of coastal protection. 
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130
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85 85
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Question 14 broadly gathers the level of concern over topics related to coastal protection.
Erosion, flooding, the loss of environmental features, and the impact of concrete and rock
armoring are all concerns that have been raised by residents. As seen in the survey results,
(a majority of respondents ranged from very to extremely concerned about each issue.)

Extremely concerned Very concerned Moderately concerned
Somewhat concerned Not at all concerned

0 100 200 300 400

Coastal erosion 

to sea level rise and storm surge  

coastal wetlands and sand dunes 

ch as sea walls and rock armoring 

Question 14
How concerned are you about the following issues?

Coastal flooding due to
sea level rise and storm
surge 

The loss of environmental
features such as coastal
wetlands and sand dunes

The impacts of hardened
shorelines such as sea
walls and rock armoring

139 118 60 47 5

94949113149

210 88 35 22 14

34457675139
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Question 15
Do you believe that there is a need to regulate coastal development within the municipality?

Question 15 plainly asks if respondents feel that regulation for coastal development is
needed.

81.8% Yes

9.8% No

8.4% Unsure
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High protectioncon Moderate protection Some protection
No new regulations
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Question 16
Stricter regulations would result in better protection for coastal development from the risks
posed by coastal erosion and flooding, as well as better protection for coastal ecosystems
from the impacts of development. However, stricter regulations typically come at a higher
initial impact or cost for affected property owners. What level of regulation would you support
to deal with the following issues:

Question 16 generally considers how restrictive new regulations should be by asking
respondents to weigh the value of protecting the coast against the impact placed on property
owners.

Shoreline armoring
and protection

196 93 55 26

295686198

243 67 34 25

3483100152
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