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Scope of  MSP 

INTENT:  
Address location of potential 

new marine uses.  

PLAN GOALS/OBJECTIVES: 
Å Protect existing uses 
Å Protect cultural uses/resources 
Å Preserve environment 
Å Integrate decision-making 
Å Provide new economic 

opportunities 

NON-REGULATORY PLAN 

The study area is 700 fathoms offshore and 
includes federal waters and estuaries. 



S 

What does the state expect to gain 

from the MSP process? 

ÅBetter baseline information and ecosystem 

indicators 

ÅAnalyses to support decision-making 

ÅRecommendations for new uses 

üSiting ð ID areas to avoid and suitable areas 

ÅImplementation framework across agencies 

üIntegration of  other existing policies and 

management 

üAdaptive management strategy 
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MSP Context:  RCW 43.372.040 
(6) The marine management plan must include but not 

ōŜ ƭƛƳƛǘŜŘ ǘƻΧ 

 

Marine 
Spatial 
Plan 

Ecosystem 
Assessment 

Coordination Framework 
for Review of Renewable 

Energy Projects 

Recommendations for Use 
Priorities and Limitations, 

Siting Criteria, and 
Protection of Unique and 

Sensitive Biogenic 
Features 

Implementation Strategy 
Using Existing State and 

Local Authorities 

Maps of Key Ecological 
Areas, Human Uses, and 
Appropriate Locations for 

Renewable Energy 
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MSP Participants 
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Draft MSP Process Timeline 

Stage 1: 
Pre-Planning 
(June 2013) 

Stage 3: 
Developing 
the Plan 
(July 2014-
Sept. 2015) 
 

Stage 2: 
Understanding 
Impacts 
(July 2013-
Dec. 2014) 
 

Stage 4: 
Finalizing the 
Plan 
(July 2015-
Dec. 2016) 
 

Stakeholder involvement, tribal consultation, government coordination 

and public input throughout process 

Evaluation of  benthic 

habitat data 

Assessment of  economic 

analysis methods 

Review of  ecologically 

important areas project 

Review of  final 

draft ecological 

indicators 

Review of  

social and 

economic 

indicators 
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Further questions? 
 

Katrina Lassiter                   Jennifer Hennessey 

Katrina.Lassiter@dnr.wa.gov   JenH461@ecy.wa.gov  

(360) 902-1013    (360) 407-6595 

 



Introduction to Science Panel  

S Bridget Trosin, WA Sea Grant 



Purpose and Formation 

S Need for scientific review 

S Used in all other marine spatial plans 

S Identify priority projects/data to review through a scoping 

process 

S Identified experts based on project/data subject review 

requests, experts are renowned in area of  study,  knowledge 

of  Washington coastal resources and context, willing to 

participate 
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Proposal to 

Identify Ecologically 

Important Areas  

Revised ð August 2014 



MSP Context:  43.372.040 

6) The marine management plan must include but not 

be limited toé 

 

Marine 

Spatial 

Plan 

Ecosystem 

Assessment 
 

Coordination Framework 

for Review of  Renewable 

Energy Projects 

Recommendations for Use 

Priorities and Limitations, 

Siting Criteria, and 

Protection of  Unique and 

Sensitive Biogenic Features 

Implementation Strategy 

Using Existing State and 

Local Authorities 

Maps of  Key Ecological 

Areas, Human Uses, and 

Appropriate Locations 

for Renewable Energy 



òRCW 43.372.040(6)(c)é A series of  

maps that, at a minimum, summarize 

available data on: 

The key ecological aspects of  

the marine ecosystem, 

including physical and 

biological characteristics, as 

well as areas that are 

environmentally sensitive or 

contain unique or sensitive 

species or biological 

communities that must be 

conserved and warrant 

protective measuresé.ó 

 

= 
Ecologically 

Important 

Areas 



Proposed Process 

S Oct-Dec 2014               Work with Federal Agencies, Tribes, and 

Science      Panel on Use of  Available Data to 

Develop an  Initial    Map of  Ecologically Important 

Areas 

S Feb 2015  WCMAC Work Session to Review Initial Map, Data 

   Used and Assumptions, and Provide Feedback 

S Feb-Mar 2015 Overlay Map of  Ecologically Important Areas with 

   PNNLõs Energy Siting Maps, Review Maps with 

Tribes    and Solicit Feedback, and Model Energy 

Alternatives 

S Apr 2015  WCMAC Work Session to Review   

   EnergyAlternatives and Provide Feedback 

S May-Jun 2015 Work with WCMAC and Tribes to Modify  

   Alternatives, as needed, and Finalize Report 



Next Steps 

Å Meet with Tribes on Proposed Process and Timeline to Examine 

Available Data of  Ecologically Sensitive Areas 

Å Physical and Biological Information; Life History Characteristics; 

Migratory Patterns 

Å Fish and Wildlife Surveys (Primarily Presence/Absence) 

Å Note:  If  Fishery Independent Surveys are Not Available, Will Use 

Fishery Logbook Data as a Proxy 

Å Habitat SurveysñBottom Habitat and Biogenic Data 

 

Å Produce an Initial Map of  Ecologically Sensitive Areas 

 

Å Meet with Science Panel, Tribes, Other Scientists, and WCMAC to 

Develop Criteria (if  possible) to Potentially Assign Value to Sensitive 

Areas (i.e., Convert Sensitive to òImportantó) 

Å May be as Simple as òMore is Better,ó Depending on Data 

Availability  
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Benthic Habitat Review 
 
 

 

Science Advisory 

Panel Role 
 

Consider the following 

questions: 

 

ÅShould the state be 

using these modeled 

data?  

Å Is there better data 

available?  

ÅShould the state rely on 

raw data that it has? 

ÅWhat are strengths and 

limitations of  modeled 

benthic habitat data?  

The data 

 
TNC developed a 

benthic habitat dataset 

that is based on 

modeled information 

of  seafloor habitats.  

The questions 
 

What were methods 

used to develop these 

models?  

 

How do these data 

compare to other 

approaches to habitat 

classification?  

 

What are the 

strengths/weaknesses 

of  modeling based on 

varied data? 
 


