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Context Context 

• The Department of Natural Resources (DNR) was appropriated $3.7M 
from the marine resources stewardship trust account to support marine p pp
spatial planning on Washington’s Coast for Fiscal Year 14‐15. Law allows 
DNR to fund activities including:
 mapping 
 ecological assessment
 data tools
 stakeholder engagement
 h k f b h l other work identified by the Council

• Law requires spending to be consistent with recommendations of 
Washington Coastal Marine Advisory Council (WCMAC) to the maximumWashington Coastal Marine Advisory Council (WCMAC) to the maximum 
extent possible (RCW 43.372.070). 

• Initial funding provided last year completed many pre‐planning projects
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Context Context 

The Marine Resources Stewardship Trust Account (RCW 43.372.070) was 
established to support the management and protection of ocean and coastal pp g p
resources, including marine management planning, marine spatial planning, 
research, monitoring and implementation of the marine management plan. 
Until July 1, 2016, funding may only be spent on: 

a) Conducting ecosystem assessment and mapping activities in marine 
waters consistent with RCW 43.372.040(6) (a) and (c), with a focus on 

lassessment and mapping activities related to marine resource uses 
and developing potential economic opportunities;

b) Developing a marine management plan for the state's coastal waters 
as that term is defined in RCW 43 143 020; andas that term is defined in RCW 43.143.020; and

c) Coordination under the west coast governors' agreement on ocean 
health, entered into on September 18, 2006, and other regional 
planning efforts consistent with RCW 43 372 030
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Summary FY13 ProjectsSummary FY13 Projects

Results from FY 2013 for pre‐planning activities
Data Tools Mapping (data layers) Ecosystem Assessment Stakeholder EngagementData Tools Mapping (data layers) Ecosystem Assessment 

& Scientific Review
Stakeholder Engagement

 Website
 Mapping 

application

 Compiled existing data 
layers from a variety of 
sources into a web map

 UW class
 Biogeography team
 Draft ecosystem

 Marine spatial planning 
presentations

 MRC workshopsapplication
 Data catalog
 Seafloor data 

portal

sources into a web map 
 Tribal and cultural uses
 Commercial and 

recreational fishing areas
 Forage fish distribution 

l

Draft ecosystem 
models and 
ecological indicator 
evaluations

 Ecosystem 
i di

MRC workshops
 Developing draft goals, 

objectives and boundary 
work sessions

 Mapping human uses
 O h i llayer

 Bathymetric surveys
 Ocean conditions and 

trends
 Shoreline designations 

indicators 
workshop

 Outreach materials

g
(Pacific)

 Renewable energy 
suitability layer

 Human uses
 Invasive species
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 Invasive species



FY13 ProjectsFY13 Projects

Commercial Groundfish

• Fishing effort

• Closure areas
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FY13 ProjectsFY13 Projects

Recreational Halibut

• Fishing areas

• Closure areas
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FY13 ProjectsFY13 Projects

Seasonal salinity

 Summer

Winter 
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Data Gap AssessmentData Gap Assessment

Recommendations Criteria:

1 D th d t j t ti f1. Does the data or project satisfy a 
required part of the plan?

2. Is the data necessary for identifying and 
analyzing a conflict or compatibility 
between uses now and in the future?between uses now and in the future?

3. Is the data necessary for identifying and 
l i fli t tibilitanalyzing a conflict or compatibility 

between uses and the marine 
environment now and in the future?
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Data Gap AssessmentData Gap Assessment

Suggested Data Gaps and Project Needs
Mapping & Data Sector Analyses Ecosystem Assessment Other Analyses

Collect and synthesize Understand requirement of Complete ecosystem Conduct other analysesCollect and synthesize 
additional baseline data.

Understand requirement of 
each major use & predict 
future uses/needs.

Complete ecosystem 
assessment and indicator 
development.

Conduct other analyses 
that assist conflict and 
impact assessment.

• Seabirds: nesting areas and 
migratory corridors

• RFP to identify 
independent experts to 

• Continue contract 
with NOAA for 

• Aesthetics
• Economics

• Marine mammals: 
migration 

• Historical and 
archaeological sites (State 
DAHP)

write each sector analysis.
• Create sector analysis 

teams for shipping, 
fisheries, aquaculture, 
recreation, energy 

ecosystem 
assessment and 
indicators.
o Refine conceptual 

models and 

• Identify important 
ecological areas: 
ecological 
atlas/sensitivity 
analysis)

• Shipping: vessel traffic data 
& transit lanes (tug/tow)

• Seafloor mapping: continue 
prioritization process with 
NOAA t l

ec ea o , e e gy
(others?) to:
o Evaluate existing data 

and identify data gaps. 
o Provide additional 

d t d

ode s a d
evaluation of 
ecological 
indicators.

o Create science 
d t

a a ys s

NOAA portal 
• Coastal hazards: some data 

exists
• Additional human use 

data?

data sources and 
background 
information on the 
sector.

o Review draft analysis.

and management 
teams.

o Begin work on 
social and 
economic 
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indicators.



Data Gap AssessmentData Gap Assessment
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Action Items

• Discuss MSP FY14‐15 funding using 
the discussion guidethe discussion guide

• Provide recommendations to the 
Governor on the funding priorities

Questions?

Governor on the funding priorities

Questions? 
Contact Katrina Lassiter at

360‐902‐1013
Katrina.Lassiter@dnr.wa.gov
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WCMAC MSP Funding Recommendation 
i i G idDiscussion Guide

Issue:
The state has funding to advance marine spatial planning on Washington’s coast Law requiresThe state has funding to advance marine spatial planning on Washington s coast. Law requires 
expenditures be made, to the maximum extent possible, consistent with recommendations of 
Washington Coastal Marine Advisory Council (RCW 43.372.070). 

The goal is for the Council to identify areas with broad consensus for required and high priorityThe goal is for the Council to identify areas with broad consensus for required and high priority 
funding that can be started now. In addition, the Council should identify areas that will require 
additional information to support further discussion and recommendations at the next 
meeting.

Recommendations Criteria
Does the data or project satisfy a required part of the plan?
Is the data necessary for identifying and analyzing a conflict or compatibility between uses now 
and in the future?and in the future?
Is the data necessary for identifying and analyzing a conflict or compatibility between uses and 
the marine environment now and in the future?

Framework for discussion: Concur with or modify staff recommendation
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WCMAC MSP Funding Recommendation 
i i G idDiscussion Guide

Staff recommendations: Identify potential priorities or additional needs that require 
further information before proceeding

Recommend funding the required elements in the marine 
spatial planning law
The following MSP elements are remaining gaps that are 
required by law:
Developing the Ecosystem Assessment and Indicators
Supporting the planning process (e g outreach technical

These may include funding needs or data gaps that, while they may 
be important, require additional information on the specific need 
and/or refining the specific outcomes or methods required.
Aesthetics: Visual Resource Characterization
Shipping data
Identify other data gaps for further discussion at next meetingSupporting the planning process (e.g. outreach, technical 

tools, plan development) 
Identifying Important Ecological Areas ‐ sensitive/unique 
species or biological communities.

Funding for these essential activities will reduce the 

Identify other data gaps for further discussion at next meeting…

Identify funding needs with strong mixed opinions and 
considerations for proceeding
A mixed opinion would allow the Council to provide no 
recommendation on whether or not to proceed, but identify g

remainder of funds available for data gaps and other 
important analyses.

Identify and recommend funding high priority information 
needs

p , y
concerns and considerations.
If state decides to proceed, key concerns include…
If state decides not to proceed, key concerns include…

Provide additional advice on funding.
Information that is essential to identify and analyze conflicts 
and compatibilities with resources or existing uses. Staff 
recommends including:
Sector analyses
Coastal economic analysis 
Seabirds and marine mammals

After satisfying the needs required by law and the initial high 
priority areas (#1 and #2, above), the Council may want to 
recommend that a certain amount of funding be reserved (i.e. not 
obligated or put into a contract). This would enable further 
discussion and recommendations on additional data gaps and 
funding needs at subsequent meetings and as the planning process
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Seabirds and marine mammals 
Habitat: seafloor maps

funding needs at subsequent meetings and as the planning process 
progresses.



Neutral Facilitator Option 2:
Re‐open DNR RFP Process

Re‐write RFP document Weeks 1 – 2
Pl d ti t i W hi t N W k 3Place advertisement in Washington Newspaper Week 3 
Issue Request for Proposals Week 4
Pre‐proposal Questions due Week 5
Issue addendum to RFP detailing responses to questions  Week 6g p q
from the Pre‐proposal Questions
Proposals Due Weeks 7 
Evaluate Proposals Weeks 7 – 8 
C d t l i t i ith fi li t W k 9 10Conduct oral interviews with finalists Weeks 9 – 10 
Announce apparent successful contractor and notify 
unsuccessful proposers

Week 10

Hold Debriefing Conferences Week 10 ‐ 11
Negotiate Contract Week 10
Draft Contract Week 11
File contract with DES Weeks 12‐13
Sign Contract and begin Work Week 14
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Sign Contract and begin Work Week 14


