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Emerging Impacts and Studies Related to the BP Deepwater Horizon Oil Disaster
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Note: For source information and complete citations. please see associated table
“Known and Potential Impacts of the BP Deepwater Horizon Oil Disaster.” Impact
locations on the map are estimates and may not represent the precise location of where
an impact was measured. The impacts denoted with an asterisk have been published

in peer-reviewed scientific journals.
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Deepwater Horizon Timeline

Consent Decree

Transocean Civil ($1
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Distribution of Clean Water Act penalties to Gulf recovery
per the RESTORE Act

. Oil Spill
Clean Water Act Penalties* 20% | jability Trust
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* Clean Water Act penalties are a per barrel penalty of $1100 for release of pollution into the environment. If ﬁ‘*\'
'gross negligence’ is determined in release of the pollution, the penalty per barrel increases to $4300. In the 3 *

case of the BP Deepwater Horizon incident the following are estimates:

2 "%"T;‘
$1100 X (4.9 million barrels of il released into the emvironment) = approx $5.29 billion Ocea n a’}k‘
$4300 X (49millicn barrels of cil released into the environment) = approx $21.07 billion [gress negligence]
Conservancy

All amounts are subject to negotiation via a settlement between the government and responsible parties.
Start a Sea Change
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RESTORE Councill

https://www.restorethegulf.gov/

A Settlement includes $4.4 Billion in Clean Water Act Civil Pen
i Payout is over 15 years, starting in 2017

T Bucket 1: $.54Billion, FiveStatesShare
A $308 Million Each

I Bucket 2: $1.32 Billion Plus 50%rua€rest
A CouncilApproves Projects

i Bucket 3: $1.32 Billion, Five States Share per Proposed Formula
Alabama 20.40% ($269 Million) Mississippil9.0R% ($251 Million).
Florida 18.36% ($242 Million Texasr.58% ($100 Million)
Louisiana 34.59% ($465 Million)

=

i Bucket 4: $110 Million Plus 25% of
A NOAA Restore Act Science Progra

I Bucket 5: $10 Million Plus 25% dfiterest AR
A 5 State Centers of Excellence "
$22 million Each




Comprehensive Plan

Key Goals

A Goal Tt Restore and Conserve Habitat

I Restore and conserve the health, diversity, and resilience of key
coastal, estuarineand marine habitats;

A Goal 2 Restore Water Quality and Quantity
I Restore and protect the water quality and quantity of the Gulf Coast
NI 3 AMrasyf, @siuarineand marine waters;
A Goal 3 Replenish and Protect Living Coastal and Marine
Resources

I Restore and protect healthy, diverse, and sustainable living coastal an
marine resources



Comprehensive Plan

Key Objectives
A Objectivel: Restore, Enhance, and Protétdbitats
A Objective2: Restore, Improve, and Protect WafResources

A Objective3: Replenish and Protect Living Coastal and Marine
Resources

A Objective 7Improve SciencBased DecisicMaking
Processes



Comprehensive Plan

Council Commitments

A Commitment to a Regional Ecosystbased Approach to
Restoration

A Commitment to Leveraging Resources Radnerships

I Coordinating, Collaborating and Connecting Gulf Restor&divities

A Partnerships andleveraging
A Coordination/Collaboration with other ongoing Restoration Efforts

A Commitment to ScieneBasedDecisioAMaking
I Planning, Design, Implementation, Adaptive Management

A Commitment to Delivering Results and Measutingacts
I Measuring and Ensurirfguccess



Implementation

Coordinated monitoring Is needed to support:

I Scienceébased decisioimaking

I Measurement of restoration and management
outcomes

AProject scale ¥
ABasin/watershed scal g
ARegionaI scale




Implementation

Council Monitoring and Assessment Program

Approach: build a network using the numerous
existing monitoring activities & programs in the Gulf

I ldentify, catalogue, and understand historic and ongomg monltorlng

activities and associated data r | * :

A Measurements taken

A Location

A Timing

A Methods/Protocols ooy
Improve coordination of reglonal capabllltles andcap
Develop and ensure consistent methods and protocols

|
|

i Develop data quality, management, and accessibility standards

|

Monitor at different scales (project, basin, state, Guitle)
Identify and address information gaps




Questions

Steve Giordano steve.giordano@noaa.govVv
Ecosystem RestoratidfrgmMgr NMFS/SER

Mark Monaco mark.monaco@noaa.gov
Director, Centers for Coastal Monitoring & Assessment

GregSteyer steyerg@usgs.gov
USGS Gulf Science Advisor, Southeastern Region

Mike Lee mtlee@usqgs.qov
Coastal Sciendgoordinator, USGRexasNSC

AlysseDausman alyssa.dausman@restorethequlf.com
Sciencdirector,
GulfCoast Ecosystem Restoration Council

Jessica Henkel lessica.henkel@restorethequlf.com
Science Polidyellow,
NAS/GulfCoast Ecosystem Restoratidouncil
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Backup/Background



Background

Originally 2 independent proposals submitted for funding for The
w9{ ¢ hw9 firseHnd«€d Plioftias List (FPL)

Gulfof Mexico Habitat Mapping and Water Quality
Monitoring Network:

A upplementand refine observations and monitorirsystems tdill gaps with
availablecapabilities and capacity oeégional partners

A Marine and coastal habitat focus

AdaptiveManagement and Technical Assistance in Support of
Gulf Ecosystem and EconorRestoration:

A Adaptivemanagement framework to help design and execute technically
sound and sustainable restoratiqgmojects

A Deliverlocal to regionakcale assistance including: guidance for consistent and
integrated monitoring practices; tools to assess and increase restoration
project sustainability; and valuation of ecosystem services and economic
Impacts



