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Presentation Notes
In July 2010, the President signed Executive Order 13547, establishing the National Policy for the Stewardship of the Ocean, Our Coasts, and the Great Lakes.  This National Ocean Policy calls for the development of comprehensive, regional coastal and marine spatial plans throughout US waters by 2015 (see the Ocean Policy Task Force Final Recommendations). Working collaboratively with our state, federal, tribal and nongovernmental partners, NOAA will play a leadership role in this historic national endeavor to implement coastal and marine spatial planning (CMSP).


The President’s Executive Order was really the culmination of decades of work that builds upon prior efforts and champions (2 commissions, state initiatives, and hill efforts)

To build our shared values into reality, the President’s Executive Order and the Ocean Policy Task Force’s Final Recommendations, which were released on July 19, 2010, do four important things:

  For the first time, establishes a National Policy for the Stewardship of the Ocean, Coasts, and Great Lakes, including a set of overarching principles to guide ocean management decisions;

  Creates an interagency National Ocean Council formed of twenty-seven federal entities, to provide sustained, high-level, and coordinated attention to advance the National Policy;

  Prioritizes 9 key categories for action that seek to address the most pressing challenges facing the ocean, our coasts, and the Great Lakes.  

  Establishes a flexible framework for effective CMSP to address conservation, economic activity, user conflict, and sustainable use of ecosystem services.
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CMSP, as envisioned in the CMSP Framework, will take the collective effort of federal agencies, states, tribes and other partners and stakeholders.  While NOAA plans on playing a leadership role, there is not one agency that will be “in-charge” of CMSP.  Ultimately, responsibility for implementation of CMSP will reside with the National Ocean Council, but it is the work of those entities sitting on Regional Planning Bodies that will make CMSP a reality.  

Although the CMSP initiative is being formulated at the national level, it emerged and will continue to unfold at the regional level. 

Strong partnerships among Federal, State, Tribal, and local authorities, and regional governance structures would be essential to a truly forward-looking, comprehensive CMSP effort.

One of the significant benefits of CMSP is to improve the ability of these authorities to seamlessly coordinate their objectives with broader planning efforts by participating in the CMSP process for areas within and beyond their jurisdictional waters.

Many States and regional governance structures have already engaged in some form of comprehensive marine planning and CMSP would build upon and incorporate these efforts.







. ™ When

e Invitation letters and guidance on membership being
sent to governors and tribes on a tiered basis (NE, Mid-
Atlantic in March/April; other regions later)

Membership
e Federal, State, and Tribal Representation
 Each RPB will have Federal, State, and Tribal co-leads
b e Representation from fishery councils approved
~ What
e Each RPB will prepare a CMS Plan for their region
e CMSP Process will be stakeholder-informed
e CMSP will be science-based



Presenter
Presentation Notes
NOTE: THIS SLIDE IS ANIMATED
Regional Planning Bodies (RPBs):
Membership will consist of Federal, State, and Tribal representatives relevant to CMSP for that region, for example--
 resource management, including coastal zone management and fisheries management
science
homeland and national security
transportation 
public health 
Members would be of an appropriate level of responsibility within their respective governing body to be able to make decisions and commitments throughout the process

The Council, with advice from the Governance Coordinating Committee, would determine the additional types of representation needed for the composition of the regional planning bodies  

Appropriate State and Tribal representation would be determined by applicable States and Tribes, consistent with the types of representation described by the NOC, with advice from the GCC

Regional Ocean Partnerships (ROPs)
The Task Force designated 9 regions for CMSP so they would align closely with the existing Regional Ocean Partnerships (ROPs) as well as Large Marine Ecosystems. CMSP efforts in these 9 Regions will need to be complementary to, and closely coordinated with existing efforts and initiatives within the regions.

Six out of the nine regions identified in the CMSP Framework have existing ROPs.  
  These groups have provided leadership and coordination among the States to identify and address priority issues affecting the region.  The ROPs have identified issues such as habitat protection, energy development, and ecosystem based management as priority needs for their regions and are working to better coordinate among the States to achieve these goals.

CMSP does not override or replace these priorities.  Instead, CMSP compliments the efforts of the ROPs by building upon and improving existing Federal, State, Tribal, local and regional decision-making and planning processes.   Bringing the decision makers together and instituting a planning process will help to advance regional priorities by having a comprehensive plan for addressing issues such as habitat protection, energy development, etc.  

Existing Regional Ocean Partnerships will provide a good foundation to start from as regions start to develop Regional Planning Bodies.  
It is up to each region to decide if:
1.The existing ROP will become the RPB with appropriate additional members such as tribes;
2.The existing ROP will create a subcommittee that will function as the RPB; or, 
3.A completely separate but coordinated body from the existing ROP will be formed as the RPB.  

Because all of the relevant partners and stakeholders will be involved in the CMSP process it also promotes the leveraging of resources, new and existing scientific capacities and ocean and coastal management authorities to help achieve many of the regional priorities identified by the ROPs.





NOP Implementation Plan drafted

e Released for public comment from January — March
2012; target final draft by end of May 2012

NE Regional Ocean Planning Workshop March 2012
e The Northeast Regional Ocean Council convened 200
ocean industry members, government agencies (federal,
state, tribal, local), academics and non-profit
organizations to discuss the opportunities and challenges
of regional ocean planning in New England waters.

(-‘vlﬂ Pacific Northwest Policy Workshop April 2012

 NOP Workshop for 1.5 days in Seattle, sponsored by
q NGOs on how can the PNW work together to assist in

s implementing the NOP on the West Coast.

=
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NE Regional Ocean Planning Workshop March 2012
In response to the National Ocean Policy, the Northeast Regional Ocean Council (NROC) convened 200 ocean industry members, government agencies (federal, state, tribal, local), academics and non-profit organizations to discuss the opportunities and challenges of regional ocean planning in New England waters, and a way forward to build on existing work. For the first time, industry members representing shipping, infrastructure, commercial fishing, recreational boating, energy development, and aquaculture joined the conversation to share their perspectives on how ocean planning could benefit or hinder them, how they wished to be engaged, identified science and data priorities, and flagged implementation options for a regional ocean plan 

Pacific Northwest Policy Workshop April 2012 
NOP Workshop for 1.5 days in Seattle, sponsored by NGOs on how can the PNW work together to assist in implementing the NOP on the West Coast. Participants included fisherman, aquaculturists, seafood restaurant owners, Council members; Senator Murray and Gov. Gregoire and First Lady of Oregon, Cylvia Hayes spoke.
Eric Schwaab attended the first day and participated on the Habitat panel. 
Three panels: ocean and coastal uses and conflicts; habitat protection, opportunities and challenges related to NOP implementation.  
Key Points: To be successful it must be a bottom up process, if not it will fail. Recognition that there are user conflicts and that a planning process could help if done right
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- Ecosystem Science — A Council and
§ NOP Shared Vision

 Important habitats, assemblages and populations
e Key oceanographic and ecological processes

.~ * Linkages and connectivity among areas

“.. * Provision of ecosystem services =

 Cumulative impacts g _JB

 Vulnerability and thresholds '
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CMSP provides a way to use the ocean in ways that sustain ecosystem functions and services for generations to come.  

To this end, CMSP builds upon scientific knowledge about:
  the location and status of important habitats, species and biological communities
  the location of important oceanographic and ecological processes like currents and migration routes
  the ways in which distant habitats are connected ecologically through migration or larval dispersal
  the location of valued ecosystem services across the planning area
  the current or projected cumulative impacts of human activities on discrete ocean areas
  the relative vulnerability of different ocean areas to human or natural impacts relevant to CMS plans
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~ Recent NOP Changes

e New NOC Director appointed — Deerin Babb-Brott

e Regional Planning Bodies —=NOC completing
guidance, release expected soon

-  NOAA Leadership changes— Eric Schwaab, NOAA’s
w rep to NOC Deputies Committee

& i  NOAA CMSP efforts — no specific funding; budget
reductions across much of NOAA
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The CMSP process consists of a series of steps that will eventually lead to the development of a comprehensive, multi-sectoral, and multi-objective CMSP plan.  Within this process there is a critical need for science including:

  Assessments of ecosystem functions, uses and services for Regional Assessments
  Identifying and setting societal goals for specific areas as developed and described in the Regional Objectives
  Evaluation of the implications of alternate ocean use scenarios when making tradeoff decisions among competing uses.
  Factoring in the effects of environmental change when projecting future conditions, and
  Monitoring and evaluating the effectiveness of implemented CMS plans.




e FY11 ROP Grants

*$6.18 million was awarded through 9 grants
*Two categories of activities were supported:

1) implementation of a regional ocean partnership
priorities, with a focus on marine planning activities,
and

2) support for development and operations for
Regional Ocean Partnerships (ROP).

e FY 12 funding announcement pending
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NOTE: THIS SLIDE NEEDS TO BE PERIODICALLY UPDATED  Last updated 4/12/12 - SH

Regional Ocean Partnership Federal Funding Opportunity:
· On January 10, 2012, the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) awarded $6.18 million to regional partners through the Regional Ocean Partnership Funding Program (ROPFP). The ROPFP program supported two categories of activities: 
1) implementation of a spectrum of regional ocean partnership priorities, with a focus on marine planning activities and 
2) support for development and operations for Regional Ocean Partnerships (ROP).
 8 of the 9 CMSP Regions received grants (Great Lakes did not receive a grant). The State of Hawaii and the University of Hawaii (representing the Pacific Islands) both received grants.

The FY 12 appropriation also included $3.5M for Regional Ocean Partnership grants. NOAA is finalizing the FY12announcement which will hopefully get out by mid to late February.


 On January 10, 2012, the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) awarded $6.18 million to regional partners through the Regional Ocean Partnership Funding Program (ROPFP). This grant program was developed to advance effective coastal and ocean management through regional ocean governance, including the goals for national ocean policy and comprehensive ocean planning set out in the president’s Final Recommendations of Interagency Ocean Policy Task Force, July 19, 2010. The ROPFP program supported two categories of activities: 1) implementation of a spectrum of regional ocean partnership priorities, with a focus on marine planning activities and 2) support for development and operations for Regional Ocean Partnerships (ROP). 
The following projects were selected for funding: 
• Northeast Region – The Association of U.S. Delegates to the Gulf of Maine Council, representing the Northeast Regional Ocean Council (NROC), was awarded a total of $1,545,000 for the development of a first-stage regional ocean plan supporting ecosystem-based management of New England’s marine environment and its human uses and to expand partnerships and public participation in NROC activities. 
• Mid-Atlantic Region – The Mid-Atlantic Regional Council on the Ocean (MARCO) is supported by a total of $1,569,000, including an award to Monmouth University to enhance MARCO's online Mapping and Planning Portal and an award to the Coastal States Stewardship Foundation to enable MARCO to better implement its actions and reach out to partners and the public. 
• Alaska – The Seward Association for the Advancement of Marine Science, representing the Alaska Ocean Observing System, was awarded $760,000 to develop stakeholder-driven visualization and decision-support tools for Alaska and the U.S. Arctic for a range of ocean and coastal uses. 
South Atlantic – The South Atlantic Alliance supported two successful grant applications for its region for a total of $1,062,431. The South Carolina Sea Grant Consortium received both grants to support the South Atlantic Alliance’s initiative to provide a multi-state and regional framework for ocean planning in the Southeast U.S., as well as to continue the development and organization of the alliance for the Southeast region. 
• Caribbean – The Nature Conservancy, representing the Caribbean Region, was awarded $250,000 to support the development of a new Regional Ocean Partnership in the United States Caribbean region. 
• Gulf of Mexico – The Gulf of Mexico Alliance (GOMA) was awarded $250,000 to support continued coordination of the GOMA Priority Issue Teams for achieving the specific priority objectives, including those concerning water quality and hazards resilience outlined in the Governors’ Action Plan II. 
• West Coast – The West Coast Governors’ Agreement on Ocean Health received $246,400 to aid its work on regional priority development and work towards better regional data access and delivery in support of those priorities. 
• Hawaii – The State of Hawai‘i Department of Business, Economic Development and Tourism, Office of Planning, representing the Hawai’i Ocean Resources Management Plan, was awarded $250,000 to facilitate stakeholder engagement and foster the development of the Hawai’i Sub-Regional Ocean Partnership (SOP). 
• Pacific Islands – The University of Hawai‘i, representing the Pacific Islands region, was awarded $249,000 to support the development of the Pacific Regional Ocean Partnership (PROP). 






N& FY11 Regional Ocean Partnership Grants:

b e

Northeast
e Develop first stage regional
ocean plan

Mid-Atlantic Region
e Enhance MARCO

Alaska
e Stakeholder — driven

South Atlantic

e Regional alliance and
framework for regional
planning

Caribbean
 Development of a new
ROP

Gulf of Mexico

e Continue work on GOMA
Priority Issues

Hawaii

e Stakeholder engagement
and develop sub-ROP

Pacific Islands
e Development of a new
ROP



Presenter
Presentation Notes
The following projects were selected for funding:

• Northeast Region – The Association of U.S. Delegates to the Gulf of Maine Council, representing the Northeast Regional Ocean Council (NROC), was awarded a total of $1,545,000 for the development of a first-stage regional ocean plan supporting ecosystem-based management of New England’s marine environment and its human uses and to expand partnerships and public participation in NROC activities.

• Mid-Atlantic Region – The Mid-Atlantic Regional Council on the Ocean (MARCO) is supported by a total of $1,569,000, including an award to Monmouth University to enhance MARCO's online Mapping and Planning Portal and an award to the Coastal States Stewardship Foundation to enable MARCO to better implement its actions and reach out to partners and the public.

• Alaska – The Seward Association for the Advancement of Marine Science, representing the Alaska Ocean Observing System: $760,000 to develop stakeholder-driven visualization and decision-support tools for Alaska and the U.S. Arctic for a range of ocean and coastal uses

• South Atlantic – The South Atlantic Alliance supported two successful grant applications for its region for a total of $1,062,431. The South Carolina Sea Grant Consortium received both grants to support the South Atlantic Alliance’s initiative to provide a multi-state and regional framework for ocean planning in the Southeast U.S., as well as to continue the development and organization of the alliance for the 
Southeast region.

• Caribbean – TNC, representing the Caribbean Region, was awarded $250,000 to support the development of a new Regional Ocean Partnership in the United States Caribbean region.

• Gulf of Mexico –GOMA was awarded $250,000 to support continued coordination of the GOMA Priority Issue Teams for achieving the 
specific priority objectives, including those concerning water quality and hazards resilience outlined in the Governors’ Action Plan II.

• West Coast – The West Coast Governors’ Agreement on Ocean Health received $246,400 to aid its work on regional priority development and work towards better regional data access and delivery in support of those priorities.

• Hawaii – The State of Hawai‘i Department of Business, Economic Development and Tourism, Office of Planning, representing the Hawai’i Ocean Resources Management Plan, was awarded $250,000 to facilitate stakeholder engagement and foster the development of the Hawai’i Sub-Regional Ocean Partnership (SOP).

• Pacific Islands – The University of Hawai‘i, representing the Pacific Islands region, was awarded $249,000 to support the development of the Pacific Regional Ocean Partnership (PROP
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