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SUPPORTING STATEMENT 
EVALUATIONS OF COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT ACT PROGRAMS:  STATE 

COASTAL MANAGEMENT PROGRAMS AND NATIONAL ESTUARINE RESEARCH 
RESERVES 

OMB CONTROL NO. 0648-xxxx 
 
 
A.  JUSTIFICATION 
 
1.  Explain the circumstances that make the collection of information necessary. 

 
The Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972, as amended (CZMA; 16 U.S.C. 1451 et seq.)  
requires that state coastal management programs (CMPs) and national estuarine research 
reserves (NERRs or research reserves) that are developed pursuant to the CZMA and approved 
by the Secretary of Commerce be evaluated periodically.  This request is for a new information 
collection to accomplish those evaluations. 

 
Section 1458 of the CZMA (previously numbered Section 312, which has historically been the 
number used to refer to the evaluation process and is done here as well) and implementing 
regulations at 15 CFR 923, Subpart L, require that state CMPs be evaluated concerning the 
extent to which the state has:  
    1) implemented and enforced the program approved by the Secretary;  
    2) addressed the coastal management needs identified in 16 U.S.C. 1452(2)(A) through (K); 

and 
    3) adhered to the terms of any grant, loan, or cooperative agreement funded under the CZMA.   
 
Section 1461(f) of the CZMA and implementing regulations at 15 CFR 921, Subpart E, require 
that research reserves be evaluated with regard to:  
    1) their operation and management, including education and interpretive activities;   
    2) the research being conducted within the research reserve; and  
    3) adherence to the requirements of section 1458 of the CZMA and procedures set forth in 
 15 CFR 923.  

 
2.  Explain how, by whom, how frequently, and for what purpose the information will be 
used.  If the information collected will be disseminated to the public or used to support 
information that will be disseminated to the public, then explain how the collection 
complies with all applicable Information Quality Guidelines.  
 
NOAA’s Office of Ocean and Coastal Resource Management (OCRM) conducts periodic 
evaluations of the 34 CMPs and 28 research reserves and produces written findings for each 
evaluation.  Prior to FY2012, evaluations were conducted without using any standard or 
consistent set of questions and information requests and without PRA approval.  Some 
documents were reviewed prior to a four-five day site visit to each program, when evaluators met 
with staff and some partners and stakeholders and gathered information during meetings and 
interviews.  Other documents were often reviewed after the site visit.  During FY 2012, OCRM 
conducted no evaluations and spent the year significantly revising the entire CZMA Section 312 
evaluation process to reduce the number and duration of evaluation site visits, complete more 
concise review findings within the CZMA 120-day deadline, and reduce involvement and time 

http://coastalmanagement.noaa.gov/czm/czm_act.html
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?c=ecfr&SID=4e0a77c2def85268c736b56e4701f254&tpl=/ecfrbrowse/Title15/15cfr923_main_02.tpl
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for state program and OCRM staffs.  Each CMP and research reserve will be evaluated (and thus 
need to provide information pursuant to this collection request) approximately once every five 
(5) years.  Partners and stakeholders of a program being evaluated will be asked to provide 
information during the same timeframe. 

 
As an outcome of this revision process, specific information needs were identified that OCRM 
must have to evaluate the programs against the requirements of the CZMA.  OCRM has access 
to documents, information and data submitted in cooperative agreement applications, semi-
annual performance progress reports, and certain documentation required by the CZMA and 
implementing regulations.  However, additional information from each CMP and research 
reserve, as well as information from the CMP and research reserve partners and stakeholders 
with whom each works, is necessary to evaluate against statutory and regulatory requirements.  
Different information collection subsets are necessary for 1) CMPs, 2) research reserves, 3) 
partners and stakeholders of CMPs, and 4) partners and stakeholders of research reserves. 
 
The information requests for CMPs and for research reserves identify the statutory and/or 
regulatory citations for evaluation criteria for which OCRM requires the information to 
determine a program’s compliance during the evaluation. 
 
The information request for coastal management programs contains eight sections:   
 

• Section I, Questions #1 through #11 address the administration, operation, and 
management of the program, as required by 16 USC §1458(a) and 16 USC §1455(d);  

 
• Section II, Questions #12 through #14 elicit information about the protection of natural 

resources and coastal habitat, as required by 16 USC §1452 (2)(A); 
 

• Section III, Questions #15 through #17 request information explaining how the CMP 
addresses coastal hazards and the adverse effects of land subsidence and sea level rise, as 
required by 16 USC §1452(2)(B) and 16 USC §1452 (2)(K); 

 
• Section IV, Questions #18 through #20 seek information about how the program 

addresses coastal water quality as required by 16 USC §1452(2)(C); 
 

• Section V, Questions #21 through #24 request information about how the program 
addresses  coastal dependent uses, siting of major facilities, and community development; 
assistance to support planning, conservation, and management for living marine 
resources, including aquaculture facilities; and redevelopment of deteriorating urban 
waterfronts and ports, as required by 16 USC §1452 (2)(D), (J), and (F); 

 
• Section VI, Questions #25 through #27 are designed to obtain information about public 

access, as required by 16 USC §1452 (2)(E); 
 

• Section VII, Questions #28 through #35 seek information about how the program 
addresses coordination and simplification for expedited governmental decisionmaking, 
consultation and coordination with federal agencies, and public and local government 
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participation in coastal management decisionmaking, as required by 16 USC §1452 
(2)(G), (H), and (I);  

• Section VIII, Question #36 is an overarching question about the significant 
accomplishments and challenges the program had or faced during the evaluation period. 

 
The information request for national estuarine research reserves contains eight sections: 
 

• Section I, Questions #1 through #13 address the administration, operations, management, 
and facilities of the reserve, as required by 16 USC §1458(a), 16 USC §1461(f)(1), and 
15 CFR 921.40(b)(1), (3), and (6); 

 
• Section II, Questions #14 through #17 are designed to obtain information about public 

access, as required by 16 USC §1458(a) and 15 CFR 921.40(b)(4); 
 

• Section III, Questions #18 through #20 seek information about the reserve’s land 
acquisition activities, as required by 16 USC §1458(a) and 15 CFR 921.40(b)(6); 

 
• Section IV, Questions #21 through #30 request information about the research and 

monitoring carried out at the reserve, as required by 16 USC §1458(a), 16 USC 
§1461(f)(1), and 15 CFR 921.40(b)(1) and (2); 

 
• Section V, Questions #31 through #36 elicit information about the educational activities 

of the reserve, as required by 16 USC §1458(a), 16 USC §1461(f)(1), and 15 CFR 
921.40(b)(1) and (3); 

 
• Section VI, Questions #37 through #40 are designed to obtain information about the 

reserve’s Coastal Training Program, as required by 16 USC §1458(a), 16 USC 
§1461(f)(1), and 15 CFR 921.40(b)(1) and (2); 

 
• Section VII, Questions #41 through #44 address the reserve’s responsibilities for 

stewardship of the reserve resources, including resource protection, manipulation, and 
restoration, as required by 16 USC §1458(a) and 15 CFR 921.40(b)(1) and (7);  

 
• Section VIII, Question #45 is an overarching question about the significant 

accomplishments and challenges the reserve had or faced during the evaluation period. 
 
The information request for partners and stakeholders of the CMPs is in the form of a survey and 
solicits opinions about: 
Questions #1, #17, and #18 – general management of the state’s coastal zone, recommendations 
for improvement, and any other thoughts to share; 
Questions #2 through #5 – strengths, accomplishments, weaknesses, and challenges of the CMP; 
Questions# 6 through #9 – working relationships and collaborations with the CMP; 
Questions #10 through #12 – the effectiveness of, and concerns about, the federal consistency 
process; 
Questions #13 through #16 – the effectiveness of, and concerns about, the state permitting 
process in the coastal zone. 
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All of the opinions and information are being requested to validate information provided by the 
CMP or provide new information or concerns from an outside perspective. 
 
The information request for partners and stakeholders of the national estuarine research reserves 
is in the form of a survey and solicits opinions about: 
Questions #1, #10, and #11 – addressing priorities of the National Estuarine Research Reserve 
System, recommendations for improvement, and any other thoughts to share; 
Questions #2 through #5 – strengths, accomplishments, weaknesses, and challenges of the 
reserve; 
Questions #6 through #9 – working relationships and collaborations with the reserve. 
 
All of the opinions and information are being requested to validate information provided by the 
CMP or provide new information or concerns from an outside perspective. 
 
Because each CMP and each research reserve has a unique administrative and programmatic 
framework to accomplish the requirements of the CZMA, there will be no comparisons or 
aggregation of information between or among any of the CMPs or research reserves.  Even the 
information in the form of opinions requested from partners and stakeholders for a particular 
program evaluation will not be aggregated because each coordinates or collaborates with the 
program from a unique perspective. 
 
The information collected will not be disseminated to the public but will be used to support the 
evaluation findings, which are available to the public.    NOAA’s Office of Ocean and Coastal 
Resource Management will retain control over the information and safeguard it from improper 
access, modification, and destruction, consistent with NOAAA standards for confidentiality, 
privacy, and electronic information.  See response to Question #10 of this Supporting Statement 
for more information on confidentiality and privacy.  The information collected is designed to 
yield data that meet all applicable information quality guidelines.  If NOAA’s OCRM should 
decide to disseminate the information, it will be subject to the quality control measures and pre-
dissemination review pursuant to Section 515 of Public Law 106-554.  
 
3.  Describe whether, and to what extent, the collection of information involves the use of 
automated, electronic, mechanical, or other technological techniques or other forms of 
information technology. 
 
CMP and research reserve manager respondents will receive information requests via e-mail, and 
submittals will be made via e-mail.  Some of their information request responses will be in the 
form of existing documents.  Other information provided by them may require multi-page 
responses.  E-mail and attachments accommodate these requests more efficiently than a Web-
based survey tool.  Partners and stakeholders of CMPs and of reserves will receive a link to a 
Web-based survey tool (Survey Monkey) and will respond to questions soliciting their opinions 
through the survey tool.  Because these information requests ask for opinions only, these are 
more easily accommodated by the Web-based Survey Monkey.     
 
 
 

http://www.fws.gov/informationquality/section515.html
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4.  Describe efforts to identify duplication. 
 
NOAA is the only agency charged with administering the CZMA and with evaluating the state 
coastal management programs and national estuarine research reserves pursuant to the 
requirements of the CZMA for ongoing approval and operation of the programs.  No other 
similar information collections were found.  
 
5.  If the collection of information involves small businesses or other small entities, describe 
the methods used to minimize burden.  
 
The CMP and reserve partners and stakeholders are almost entirely representatives of state, local, 
regional, or inter-state government agencies or entities, and in some cases, universities and non-
governmental organizations.  In a few instances, a small business or other small entity might 
have some interaction with a CMP or research reserve.  Those businesses or entities (as well as 
all other partners and stakeholders) will be asked to complete a questionnaire through a Web-
based survey tool.  Completion of the questionnaire should take approximately 30 minutes, and 
respondents have approximately 45 days until the deadline for completion.  
 
6.  Describe the consequences to the Federal program or policy activities if the collection is 
not conducted or is conducted less frequently.  
 
NOAA would not be able to determine compliance of a state CMP or research reserve with the 
requirements of the CZMA and thus could not determine whether program approval and federal 
financial assistance should be maintained, modified, or withdrawn.   
 
7.  Explain any special circumstances that require the collection to be conducted in a 
manner inconsistent with OMB guidelines.  
 
Not applicable. 
 
8.  Provide information on the PRA Federal Register Notice that solicited public comments 
on the information collection prior to this submission.  Summarize the public comments 
received in response to that notice and describe the actions taken by the agency in response 
to those comments.  Describe the efforts to consult with persons outside the agency to 
obtain their views on the availability of data, frequency of collection, the clarity of 
instructions and recordkeeping, disclosure, or reporting format (if any), and on the data 
elements to be recorded, disclosed, or reported. 
 
A Federal Register Notice published on October 15, 2012 (77 FR 62494) solicited public 
comments.  No comments were received. 
 
Prior to the year-long process to revise the CZMA Section 312 evaluation process, OCRM 
solicited volunteers from state CMPs and research reserves to participate in a CZMA Evaluations 
Workgroup to provide input and feedback for the revision of the evaluation process.  There were 
a total of seven CMP and NERR managers who volunteered and participated in the Workgroup.  
In addition, OCRM engaged external experts and other NOAA staff with expertise in evaluation 
to provide input into the revision.  The Workgroup members provided feedback and comments 
on the specific information to be obtained during a programmatic Section 312 evaluation, the 
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availability of that information, the frequency of collection, and provided estimates of time to 
complete the information requests.  These were averaged to provide the estimate of time burden 
in Question12 below. 
 
9.  Explain any decisions to provide payments or gifts to respondents, other than 
remuneration of contractors or grantees. 
 
No payments or gifts will be provided to respondents. 
 
10.  Describe any assurance of confidentiality provided to respondents and the basis for 
assurance in statute, regulation, or agency policy. 
 
Responses to information requests and to questions will not be disseminated or published by 
NOAA OCRM but will be available to the public upon request. It is stated on the forms that the 
information is part of the public record.  However, the identity of a respondent will be protected 
if the respondent’s comments and responses are released.   
 
11.  Provide additional justification for any questions of a sensitive nature, such as sexual 
behavior and attitudes, religious beliefs, and other matters that are commonly considered 
private. 
 
No sensitive questions are asked. 
 
12.  Provide an estimate in hours of the burden of the collection of information. 
 
With a total of 62 approved CMPs and research reserves, and in order to evaluate a single 
program once every five years, up to 13 individual programmatic evaluations will need to be 
conducted each year.  Each year, 13 different CZMA managers will need to respond to the 
information request, and an average of 35 partners and stakeholders per program will be asked to 
provide information.  Thus, the estimated number of respondents is 468 annually (13 CZMA 
program managers; 455 partners and stakeholders [35 per CZMA program]). 
 
As explained in the response to Question 8, a total of seven CMP and NERR managers 
volunteered and participated in the Evaluation Revision Process Workgroup.  These managers 
are representative of all managers who will respond to the information request during their 
programs’ evaluations.  The Workgroup members provided feedback and comments on the 
specific information to be obtained during a programmatic Section 312 evaluation, the 
availability of that information, the frequency of collection, and provided estimates of time to 
complete the information requests.  Based on their feedback, the average estimated time per 
response is 55 hours per CZMA program manager and 30 minutes per 
partner/stakeholder.  
 
There are two points worth noting about the 55-hour response time for a manager.  First, 
although 13 managers will respond to the information request each year, a single CZMA 
program manager will only have to respond once every five years.  On an annualized basis for 
one manager, this is a burden of 11 hours.   
 
Second, beginning in FY14, each coastal management program and reserve that is scheduled to 
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be evaluated in that year will include a task in its cooperative agreement award that will allow  
the program to expend award funds toward the participation in and completion of its 
programmatic Section 312 evaluation.   
 
Based upon the annual number of respondents and estimated time per response, the estimated 
total annual burden hours is 943 hours (715 hours for 13 CZMA program managers; 227.5 
(228) hours for 455 partners and stakeholders). 
 
Respondents are likely to be program managers, department heads, and content area specialists 
within their respective organizations – both within the CZMA programs and within the partners’ 
and stakeholders’ organizations.  Although there are broad salary ranges by state, regionally, and 
by type of agency and organization, the average salary is equivalent to a Government Service 
Pay Grade 12, Step 1 basic hourly rate of $28.88.   
 
The estimated cost to a program manager to respond to an evaluation information request once 
every five years is $1,588.40 (55 hours x $28.88/hour). Multiplied by 13, the cost is $20,649.   
 
The cost to a total of 455 partners and stakeholders to respond to a single program evaluation 
request once every five years is $6,570 (.5 hour x $28.88/hour x 455).   
 
Therefore, the estimated annual cost of this information collection is $27,219. 
 
13.  Provide an estimate of the total annual cost burden to the respondents or record-
keepers resulting from the collection (excluding the value of the burden hours in Question 
12 above). 
 
There is no reporting or recordkeeping cost burden for the respondents, as submissions will be 
via email or the Web. 
 
14.  Provide estimates of annualized cost to the Federal government. 
 
This information collection effort is supported through in-house staff time.  The revised CZMA 
Section 312 evaluation process will require 13 evaluations to be conducted per year.  One 
evaluator will conduct five evaluations per year, so 2.5 evaluators are needed annually to 
complete 13 evaluations.  The OCRM program specialist assigned to work with each CZMA 
program being evaluated will also participate in the evaluation process, so 13 program specialists 
will be involved annually.    
 
Under the previous evaluation process, evaluators were primarily CAPS ZA-3 and ZA-4 salaried 
employees at various pay intervals.  Under the revised evaluation process and for this PRA 
submittal, evaluators are presumed to be salaried at the beginning point of the CAPS ZA-4, 
Interval 1 scale ($ 89,033.00).  Based on the average of estimates by program evaluators serving 
on the CZMA Evaluation Workgroup, an evaluator spends approximately 330 hours on a single 
evaluation.  At that salary rate, the annual labor costs for 2.5 evaluators will be $464,070.75 
(hourly rate of $43.27 x 330 hours x 13 evaluations).   
 
Under the previous evaluation process, program specialists were primarily ZA-3 and ZA-4 
salaried employees at various pay intervals.  Under the revised evaluation process and for this 
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PRA submittal, OCRM program specialists are presumed to be salaried at the beginning point of 
the CAPS ZA-4, Interval 1 scale ($89,033.00).  Based on the average of estimates by program 
specialists serving on the CZMA Evaluation Workgroup, a specialist spends approximately 60 
hours of involvement for a single evaluation.  At that salary rate, the annual labor costs for 13 
program specialists will be $33,750.60 (hourly rate of $43.27 x 60 hours x 13 evaluations). 
 
Under the previous evaluation process, each programmatic evaluation resulted in a four-five day 
site visit to the state in which the program was located.  The average cost of a single site visit 
was computed to be $2,200/per person for planning and budgeting purposes.  With 16 
evaluations conducted per year, each requiring an evaluator and the OCRM specialist assigned to 
the program being evaluated, travel costs averaged approximately $70,000.  Under the revised 
evaluation process, only up to two evaluations will require site visits to be conducted per year; 
each site visit will be one-two days in length, requiring an evaluator and the OCRM program 
specialist.  Assuming an average of $1,000/person for a one-two day site visit with two people, a 
maximum of two site visits will result in travel costs of approximately $4,000. 
 
The entire evaluation process will be implemented electronically, with no administrative staff 
support, printing, or supply costs.   
 

ANNUALIZED COST TO FEDERAL GOVERNMENT 
ZA-4 evaluators (2.5):  
$ 43.27/hour for 330 hours 

Number of evaluations:  
13 

Total evaluator labor costs:  
$464,070.75 (464,071) 

ZA-4 program specialist:   
$43.27/hour for 60 hours 

Number of program 
specialists:  13 

Total program specialist labor 
costs:  $33,750.60 (33,751) 

Travel cost/site visit:  $2,000 Number of site visits: 
2 

Total travel costs: 
$4,000.00 

                                                              TOTAL: $501,821 
 
15.  Explain the reasons for any program changes or adjustments. 
 
Not applicable.   This is a new collection. 
 
16.  For collections whose results will be published, outline the plans for tabulation and 
publication. 
 
The collection results will not be published. 
 
17.  If seeking approval to not display the expiration date for OMB approval of the 
information collection, explain the reasons why display would be inappropriate. 
 
Not applicable; not seeking approval. 
 
18.  Explain each exception to the certification statement. 
 
NA.   



SUPPORTING STATEMENT 
EVALUATIONS OF COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT ACT PROGRAMS:  STATE 

COASTAL MANAGEMENT PROGRAMS AND NATIONAL ESTUARINE RESEARCH 
RESERVES 

OMB CONTROL NO. 0648-xxxx 
 
 
B.  COLLECTIONS OF INFORMATION EMPLOYING STATISTICAL METHODS 
 
NOTE: This information collection does not employ statistical methods.  However, two of the 
four information requests that are a part of this total information request package are in the form 
of surveys, so according to the OMB guidance for completion of this section, the following 
responses pertain to those two surveys only.  The responses below do not pertain to the 
information requests for state coastal management program and reserve managers.    
 
1.  Describe (including a numerical estimate) the potential respondent universe and any 
sampling or other respondent selection method to be used. Data on the number of entities 
(e.g. establishments, State and local governmental units, households, or persons) in the 
universe and the corresponding sample are to be provided in tabular form. The tabulation 
must also include expected response rates for the collection as a whole. If the collection has 
been conducted before, provide the actual response rate achieved. 
 
One of the information requests to a manager whose CZMA program is being evaluated is to 
provide names and contact information for 12-20 stakeholders and partners with whom the 
program coordinated or collaborated on projects and activities.  The manager should include at 
least one contact from each of 12 categories, if applicable.  The OCRM program specialist who 
works with the particular CZMA program will also provide names and contact information based 
on his/her knowledge of the program’s partners and stakeholders during the evaluation period.  
Each year, the respondent universe for the partner/stakeholder surveys will include 455 partners 
and stakeholders for 13 CZMA programs evaluated annually (an average of 35 partners and 
stakeholders per program, assuming some overlap between the program manager’s and OCRM 
specialist’s submission of names).  Because each of the partners and stakeholders chosen to 
respond to a survey coordinates or collaborates from a unique perspective with the program 
being evaluated, all will be asked to complete the survey, and OCRM will send  reminder e-mails 
or phone calls to those not responding to achieve as close to a 100% response rate as possible. 
 
2.  Describe the procedures for the collection, including: the statistical methodology for 
stratification and sample selection; the estimation procedure; the degree of accuracy 
needed for the purpose described in the justification; any unusual problems requiring 
specialized sampling procedures; and any use of periodic (less frequent than annual) data 
collection cycles to reduce burden. 
 
No statistical methodology has been applied to stratify either of the two surveys, there will be no 
sampling, and because the respondents are asked to provide opinions, the degree of accuracy is 
not relevant. Because each CZMA program will be evaluated approximately every five years, 
each partner/stakeholder survey will occur only once every five years for the partners and 
stakeholders of a single program.   
 



3.   Describe the methods used to maximize response rates and to deal with nonresponse. 
The accuracy and reliability of the information collected must be shown to be adequate for 
the intended uses. For collections based on sampling, a special justification must be 
provided if they will not yield "reliable" data that can be generalized to the universe 
studied. 
 
This information collection does not employ statistical methods.  The survey has been designed 
to use the minimum number of questions necessary to solicit the respondent’s opinions.  Since 
each of the partners and stakeholders chosen to respond to the survey coordinates or collaborates 
from a unique perspective with the program being evaluated, there will likely be one or more 
questions in the survey that do not apply to a particular respondent or which the respondent will 
not feel qualified to express an opinion.  For example, a representative of a non-profit 
organization may have collaborated with a coastal management program on a particular project 
but has no involvement in the coastal permitting process.  Therefore, the representative need not 
respond to permit questions. The option not to respond to non-applicable questions is made clear. 
 
The initial contact with the partner/stakeholder survey participants will consist of an e-mail 
inviting participation, explaining the purpose of the survey, and providing a link to the survey 
instrument and instructions.  The survey participants will have a 45-day period during which to 
complete the Web-based survey using “Survey Monkey.”  Because of the unique perspective and 
collaboration of each partner/stakeholder, OCRM will send a reminder e-mail or phone call to 
those not responding after 15 days and again after 25 days to achieve as close to a 100% 
response rate as possible.  If the evaluator believes that the opinions of a particular category of 
partners and stakeholders are essential (based upon other information being gathered during the 
evaluation), and the identified person or organization has not responded to the survey, the 
program manager or federal OCRM specialist will be asked to provide another contact name. 
 
4.  Describe any tests of procedures or methods to be undertaken. Tests are encouraged as 
effective means to refine collections, but if ten or more test respondents are involved OMB 
must give prior approval. 
 
No tests of procedures or methods will be undertaken.  Based upon input from the CZMA 
Evaluation Workgroup (discussed in Question 8 above) and the past experience of OCRM and 
other NOAA and federal program evaluators, the questions have been developed to obtain 
information needed for a program evaluation. 
 
5.  Provide the name and telephone number of individuals consulted on the statistical 
aspects of the design, and the name of the agency unit, contractor(s), grantee(s), or other 
person(s) who will actually collect and/or analyze the information for the agency. 
 
No statistical methods were used in the design of this information collection.  At the time of this 
PRA submission, the people who will conduct evaluations are Kenneth Walker, (301) 563-1157 
and Carrie Hall, (301) 563-1135, who are in OCRM’s National Policy and Evaluation Division. 
Each evaluator assigned to conduct a particular program evaluation will administer the survey 
and use the information as one source to inform those particular program evaluation findings. 
 
 
 



Agency contact information: 
Kate Barba, Chief 
NOAA OCRM National Policy and Evaluation Division 
1305 East-West Highway, N/ORM 7 
Silver Spring, MD  20910 
301-563-1182 
kate.barba@noaa.gov   
 

mailto:kate.barba@noaa.gov


INFORMATION REQUEST FOR COASTAL MANAGEMENT PROGRAMS 
(This request is sent to the state’s coastal management program manager.  Citations in 
parentheses are the requirements of the CZMA for which the requested information is needed to 
evaluate the program’s performance and compliance.) 
 
FOR THE EVALUATION PERIOD (MONTH/YEAR THROUGH MONTH/YEAR): 
 
Section I: Administration, Operation, and Management (16 USC §1458(a); 16 USC §1455(d) 
   1. Provide an organization chart for: 
  (a) the CMP’s lead agency, and  
  (b) the CMP. 
   2. Provide a staffing list for the CMP, including:  
  (a) names and titles of each staff member,  
  (b) full or part-time status of each,  
  (c) source of position funding for each,  
  (d) subject/topic area(s) of work and responsibility for each,  
  (e) loss or gain of positions during the evaluation period, and  

 (f) number of vacant positions with length of each vacancy as of the time of the 
response to this request. 

   3. Identify any non-CZMA federal or state match program funding (i.e., other federal, 
state, and private funding) in the amount of $25,000.00 or more for each year of the 
evaluation period by source, amount, and how those funds were used.  

   4. Identify the composition of any advisory committee or board, frequency of meetings, 
and the committee’s or board’s role. 

   5. If the CMP has a strategic plan, provide a copy and identify how the CMP developed its 
goals and priorities, including whether it was a public-driven, internal, or hybrid process. 

   6. In two pages or less, summarize any outreach and education efforts to communicate the 
value of the state and national coastal management program and coastal resources to 
the public. 

   7. The evaluator will contact stakeholders and partners for input into the Section 312 
evaluation.  Provide the names, e-mail addresses, mailing addresses, and phone 
numbers for 12-20 stakeholders and partners with whom the CMP coordinated or 
collaborated on projects and activities.  Include at least one contact from each of the 
following categories, if applicable:  other parts of the coastal management program lead 
state agency; other state agencies; federal agencies; gubernatorial offices and staff; 
legislative representatives and staff; local government elected officials and staff; 
regional planning organizations; non-governmental organizations (e.g., chambers of 
commerce, trade associations); non-profit organizations (e.g., environmental groups); 
local businesses and industry; the permit-regulated community; and academia. 

In a total of two pages or less: 
   8. Summarize any major changes to program administration, program structure, 

operation, or management that occurred and any associated impacts or 
accomplishments. 



   9. Summarize any issues or challenges the CMP faced in regard to program administration, 
operation, or management, including grants management.  Include influences and 
factors that have hindered program administration, operation, or management. 

In a total of two pages or less: 
   10. Summarize the CMP’s partnership or activities with any reserve(s) in the state, including 

any major initiatives or projects and their impacts. 
   11. Summarize the nature of major local, statewide, regional, and/or national partnerships 

and projects and the role that the CMP has played or is playing in them to achieve 
and/or complement CMP goals. 

 
Section II: Protection of Natural Resources/Coastal Habitat (16 USC §1452 (2)(A)) 
In a total of five pages or less: 
   12. Summarize how the CMP addressed protection of coastal habitat and any changes to 

relevant state legislation and/or regulations. 
   13. Summarize the major impacts or accomplishments of the CMP with regard to coastal 

habitat. 
   14. Summarize the major challenges the CMP faced in addressing coastal habitat. 
(It is not necessary to include information that is in the Section 309 assessment and strategy 
documents in effect during the evaluation period or that is part of any program changes already 
submitted to OCRM.  The evaluator has access to those documents.)   
  
Section III: Coastal Hazards (16 USC §1452 (2)(B)) and  
Adverse Effects of Land Subsidence and Sea Level Rise (16 USC §1452 (2)(K)) 
In a total of five pages or less: 
   15. Summarize how the CMP addressed coastal hazards and any changes to relevant state 

legislation and/or regulations.  
   16. Summarize the major impacts or accomplishments of the CMP with regard to coastal 

hazards. 
   17. Summarize the major challenges the CMP faced in addressing coastal hazards. 
(It is not necessary to include information that is in the Section 309 assessment and strategy 
documents in effect during the evaluation period or that is part of any program changes already 
submitted to OCRM.  The evaluator has access to those documents.) 

 
Section IV: Coastal Water Quality (16 USC §1452 (2)(C))   
In a total of five pages or less: 
   18.   Summarize how the CMP addressed coastal water quality and any changes to relevant 

state legislation and/or regulations.   
   19. Summarize the major impacts or accomplishments of the CMP with regard to coastal 

water quality. 
   20. Summarize the major challenges the CMP faced in addressing coastal water quality. 
(It is not necessary to include information that is in the Section 309 assessment and strategy 
documents in effect during the evaluation period or that is part of any program changes already 
submitted to OCRM.  The evaluator has access to those documents.) 
 



Section V: Coastal Dependent Uses, Siting of Major Facilities, and Community 
Development (16 USC §1452 (2)(D)); and 
Assistance to Support Planning, Conservation, and Management for Living Marine Resources, 
including Aquaculture Facilities (16 USC §1452 (2)(J)); and  
Redevelopment of Deteriorating Urban Waterfronts and Ports (16 USC §1452 (2)(F)) 
In a total of five pages or less: 
   21. If the CMP started, continued, or completed any special area management plans 

(SAMPs) or ocean/Great Lakes plans, please describe the effectiveness to date of the 
SAMP or ocean/Great Lakes plan in meeting its designed purpose and goals. 

   22. Summarize how the CMP addressed coastal dependent uses and community 
development and any changes to relevant state legislation and/or regulations.  

   23. Summarize the major impacts or accomplishments of the CMP with regard to coastal 
dependent uses and community development. 

   24. Summarize the major challenges the CMP faced in addressing coastal dependent uses 
and community development. 

(It is not necessary to include information that is in the Section 309 assessment and strategy 
documents in effect during the evaluation period or that is part of any program changes already 
submitted to OCRM.  The evaluator has access to those documents.) 

 
Section VI: Public Access (16 USC §1452 (2)(E)) 
In a total of five pages or less: 
   25. Summarize how the CMP addressed public access and any changes to relevant state 

legislation and/or regulations.  
   26. Summarize the major impacts or accomplishments of the CMP with regard to public 

access. 
   27. Summarize the major challenges the CMP faced in addressing public access. 
For the three questions above, each response should be two pages or less.  It is not necessary to 
include information that is in the Section 309 assessment and strategy documents in effect 
during the evaluation period or that is part of any program changes already submitted to 
OCRM. 

   
Section VII: Coordination and Simplification for Expedited Governmental Decisionmaking (16 
USC §1452 (2)(G));  
Consultation and Coordination with Federal Agencies (16 USC §1452 (2)(H)); and 
Public and Local Government Participation in Coastal Management Decisionmaking (16 USC 
§1452 (2)(I)) 
In a total of five pages or less:  
   28. Summarize how the CMP addressed government coordination and decisionmaking and 

any changes to relevant state legislation and/or regulations.   
   29. Summarize the major impacts or accomplishments of the CMP with regard to 

government coordination and decisionmaking. 
   30. Summarize the major challenges the CMP faced in addressing government coordination 

and decisionmaking. 



(It is not necessary to include information that is in the Section 309 assessment and strategy 
documents in effect during the evaluation period or that is part of any program changes already 
submitted to OCRM.  The evaluator has access to those documents.) 
   31. In one page or less, summarize any changes in the roles of state and local governments 

in managing the coastal zone since the last evaluation that are not addressed in other 
topic areas. 

   32. In two pages or less, for the issuance of permits that are part of the state’s approved 
coastal management program, summarize: 

a. how the CMP collaborated and coordinated with other state and federal 
permitting agencies; 

b. how and whether the process of collaboration and coordination worked  well; 
c. any ways to improve collaboration and coordination; and 
d. any improvements to length of time for permit issuance and to permit 

processing efficiency. 
   33. Provide the list of the CMP's enforceable policies and enforceable policy information 

that the CMP provides to federal agencies and others who request it, and describe how 
interested parties obtain access to the enforceable policies list. 

In a total of four pages or less: 
   34. Summarize any concerns or issues the CMP had in regard to effective implementation of 

federal consistency. 
   35. Summarize the process for incorporating public comments into federal consistency and 

other decision making. 
 
Section VIII: Overarching 
   36.  In two pages or less, and from the CMP manager’s perspective, identify the two - four 

most significant impacts or accomplishments and the two - four most significant 
challenges (excluding program administration, operations, or management challenges 
discussed in item #8) the CMP had or faced during this evaluation period.  If any of these 
are not already discussed in #13, 14, 16, 17, 19, 20, 23, 24, 26, 27, 29, or 30, please 
summarize them.  Include influences and factors that have advanced or hindered the 
achievement of any CMP goals, objectives or outcomes. 

 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
OMB Control # 0648-XXXX, expires month/date/year. OCRM requires this information in order to adequately 
evaluate the ongoing approval and financial eligibility of CZMA coastal management programs. Public reporting 
burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 55 hours per response. Send comments regarding 
this burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for reducing this 
burden, to Kate Barba, Chief, National Policy and Evaluation Division, OCRM, 1305 East-West Hwy., N/ORM7, Silver 
Spring, Maryland 20910. This reporting is required under and is authorized under 16 U.S.C. 1458(a). Information 
submitted will be treated as public records. Notwithstanding any other provision of the law, no person is required 
to respond to, nor shall any person be subject to a penalty for failure to comply with, a collection of information 
subject to the requirements of the Paperwork Reduction Act unless that collection displays a currently valid OMB 
Control Number. 
 



INFORMATION REQUEST FOR NATIONAL ESTUARINE RESEARCH 
RESERVES 
(This information request is sent to the state’s National Estuarine Research Reserve manager.  
Citations in parentheses are the requirements of the CZMA for which the requested information 
is needed to evaluate the reserve’s performance and compliance.) 
 
For the evaluation period (month/year through month/year): 
 

Section I: Administration, Operations, Management, and Facilities (16 USC §1458(a); 16 USC 
§1461(f)(1); 15 CFR 921.40(b)(1), (3), and (6)) 

1. Provide an organization chart for: 
(a) the reserve’s lead agency, and  
(b) the reserve. 

2. Provide a staffing list for the reserve, including:   
(a) name and title of each staff member,  
(b) full or part-time status of each,  
(c) source of position funding for each, 
(d) subject/topic area(s) of work and responsibility for each, 
(e) loss or gain of positions during the evaluation period, and 
(f) number of vacant positions with length of each vacancy at the time of the 
response to this request. 

3. Identify any non-CZMA federal or state match program funding (i.e., other federal, 
state, and private funding) in the amount of $25,000.00 or more for each year of the 
evaluation period by source, amount, and how those funds were used. 

4. Identify the composition of advisory committee(s) or board(s), meeting frequency, and 
the committee’s or board’s role. 

5. If the reserve management plan is not up-to-date, please describe a plan and timeline 
for how this is being or will be addressed. 

6.   In one page or less, summarize how the reserve funds and maintains facilities and note 
any major changes to reserve facilities and infrastructure. 

7. In one page or less, summarize the results and impacts of any geographic information 
system (GIS) products developed by the reserve and used by partners and reserve staff. 

8. In one page or less, summarize how the reserve’s research and monitoring, education, 
coastal training, and stewardship programs and activities are integrated with one 
another.  

9. The evaluator will contact stakeholders and partners for input into the Section 312 
evaluation.  Provide the names, e-mail addresses, mailing addresses, and phone 
numbers for 12-20 stakeholders and partners with whom the reserve coordinated or 
collaborated on projects and activities.  Include at least one contact from each of the 
following categories, if applicable:  other parts of the reserve’s lead state agency or 
organization; other state agencies; federal agencies, gubernatorial offices and staff; 
legislative representatives and staff; local government elected officials and staff; 
regional planning organizations; non-governmental organizations (e.g., chambers of 
commerce, trade associations); non-profit organizations (e.g., environmental groups); 



land management partners, local businesses and industry; and academia. 
In a total of two pages or less: 

10. Summarize any major changes to program administration, structure, operation, or 
management and any associated impacts or accomplishments. 

11.  Summarize any issues or challenges the reserve faced in regard to program 
administration, operation, or management, including grants management.  Include 
influences and factors that have hindered program administration, operation, or 
management. 

In a total of two pages or less: 
12. Summarize the reserve’s partnership or activities with the state coastal management 

program, including any major initiatives or projects and their impacts. 
13. Summarize the nature of major local, statewide, regional, and/or national partnerships 

and projects and the role that the reserve has played or is playing in them to achieve 
and/or complement reserve goals and to ensure protection of reserve resources. 

        
Section II: Public Access (16 USC §1458(a); 15 CFR 921.40(b)(4)) 
In a total of four pages or less: 

14.  Summarize existing public access and public use, and any changes of uses at the reserve. 
15.  Summarize the results of any studies related to public access at the reserve and any 

activities undertaken as a result of the studies. 
16. Summarize major public access projects or initiatives developed or implemented and 

their results or accomplishments, including how a project or initiative responded to 
emerging national, state, or local issues, and highlight successes in helping to resolve an 
on-the-ground coastal management issue, if applicable. 

17. Summarize the challenges the reserve faced in achieving its public access goals and 
objectives. 

 
Section III: Acquisition (16 USC §1458(a); 15 CFR 921.40(b)(6)) 
In a total of four pages or less: 

18.  Summarize the values of any land acquisition projects completed or in process. 
   19. Summarize major acquisition projects or initiatives developed or implemented and their 

results or accomplishments, including how a project or initiative responded to emerging 
national, state, or local issues, and highlight successes in helping to resolve an on-the-
ground coastal management issue, if applicable. 

20. Summarize the challenges the reserve faced in achieving its acquisition goals and 
objectives. 

 
Section IV: Research and Monitoring ((16 USC §1458(a); 16 USC §1461(f)(1); 15 CFR 
921.40(b)(1) and (2))  
In a total of one page or less: 

21.  Summarize any efforts to fill data gaps identified in the site profile. 
22. Summarize how the reserve and others (if known) use the site profile. 

In one page or less: 
23.  Summarize how Graduate Research Fellows were integrated into reserve activities and 

discuss how their research addressed coastal management issues, as well as the value of 



their work on a local, regional, and/or national scale, as appropriate. 
In a total of two pages or less: 

24. Summarize the reserve’s ongoing efforts to develop and maintain the System-wide 
Monitoring Program (SWMP) and to implement any new SWMP protocols (e.g., 
vegetation monitoring, sentinel sites). 

25. Summarize any additional non-SWMP monitoring activities the reserve conducted or in 
which it participated or collaborated.  

26. Summarize how SWMP and other reserve monitoring data is shared with and used by 
other researchers, partners, and stakeholders. 

In a total of two pages or less: 
27. Summarize the process for identifying, prioritizing, and monitoring the reserve’s 

research and monitoring needs to address coastal management issues and how, and the 
extent to which, collaborations occurred between research scientists at the reserve and 
coastal managers and coastal planners. 

28. Summarize activities the research and monitoring programs undertook to promote the 
reserve as a research platform and the value and impact of reserve research and 
monitoring to external partners and reserve staff. 

In a total of four pages or less: 
29. Summarize major research and monitoring projects or initiatives developed or 

implemented and their results or accomplishments, including how a project or initiative 
responded to emerging national, state, or local issues, and highlight successes in helping 
to resolve an on-the-ground coastal management issue, if applicable. 

30. Summarize the challenges the reserve faced in achieving its research and monitoring 
goals and objectives. 

 
Section V: Education (16 USC §1458(a); 16 USC §1461(f)(1); 15 CFR 921.40(b)(1) and (3)) 
In a total of three pages or less: 

31. Summarize the process for identifying, prioritizing, and monitoring/evaluating 
educational activities and audiences. 

32. Describe how KEEP (K-12 Estuarine Education Program) is integrated or incorporated 
into the initiatives and activities of the reserve. 

33. Describe how the reserve’s classroom curricula aligned with state standards.  If not 
aligned, please summarize why and any plans the reserve may have to do so. 

34. Summarize any professional development opportunities for teachers provided by the 
reserve alone or in collaboration or coordination with reserve partners. 

In a total of four pages or less: 
35. Summarize major education projects or initiatives developed or implemented and their 

results or accomplishments, including how a project or initiative responded to emerging 
national, state, or local issues, and highlight successes in helping to resolve an on-the-
ground coastal management issue, if applicable. 

36. Summarize the challenges the reserve faced in achieving its education goals and 
objectives. 

 
Section VI: Coastal Training Program (CTP) (16 USC §1458(a); 16 USC §1461(f)(1); 15 CFR 
921.40(b)(1) and (3)) 



In a total of one page or less: 
37. Summarize any collaboration efforts the reserve’s CTP organized or in which it 

participated at the local, regional, and/or watershed scale. 
38. Summarize how CTP projects and training have integrated NOAA’s and other external 

partners’ research and stewardship information or programs. 
In a total of four pages or less:  

39. Summarize the reserve’s progress in implementing the CTP strategy, including major 
CTP projects or initiatives developed or implemented and their results or 
accomplishments, including how a project or initiative responded to emerging national, 
state, or local issues, and highlight successes in helping to resolve an on-the-ground 
coastal management issue, if applicable. 

40. Summarize the challenges the reserve faced in achieving its CTP goals and objectives. 
   
Section VII: Stewardship/Resource Protection, Manipulation, Restoration (16 USC §1458(a); 
15 CFR 921.40(b)(1) and (7) 
In a total of five pages or less: 

41. Summarize the process for identifying, prioritizing, and monitoring/evaluating 
stewardship or resource management activities at the reserve. 

42. Summarize existing capacities and abilities, as well as changes, regarding the reserve’s 
land management and/or enforcement responsibilities. 

43. Summarize major stewardship/resource protection, manipulation, and restoration 
projects or initiatives developed or implemented and their results or accomplishments, 
including how a project or initiative responded to emerging national, state, or local 
issues, and highlight successes in helping to resolve an on-the-ground coastal 
management issue, if applicable. 

44. Summarize the challenges the reserve faced in achieving its stewardship/resource 
protection, manipulation, and restoration goals and objectives. 

 
Section VIII: Overarching 

 45. In two pages or less, and from the reserve manager’s perspective, identify the two to 
four most significant impacts or accomplishments and the two to four most significant 
challenges (excluding program administration, operations, or management challenges 
discussed in item #9) the reserve had or faced during this evaluation period.  If any of 
these are not already discussed in #16, 17, 19, 20, 29, 30, 35, 36, 39, 40, 43, or 44, 
please summarize them.  Include influences and factors that have advanced or hindered 
the achievement of any reserve goals, objectives or outcomes. 

______________________________________________________________________________ 
OMB Control # 0648-XXXX, expires month/date/year. OCRM requires this information in order to adequately 
evaluate the ongoing approval and financial eligibility of CZMA national estuarine research reserves. Public 
reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 55 hours per response. Send comments 
regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for 
reducing this burden, to Kate Barba, Chief, National Policy and Evaluation Division, OCRM, 1305 East-West Hwy., 
N/ORM7, Silver Spring, Maryland 20910. This reporting is required under and is authorized under 16 U.S.C. 
1458(a). Information submitted will be treated as public records. Notwithstanding any other provision of the law, 
no person is required to respond to, nor shall any person be subject to a penalty for failure to comply with, a 
collection of information subject to the requirements of the Paperwork Reduction Act unless that collection 
displays a currently valid OMB Control Number. 
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Survey of Coastal Management Program Partners and StakeholdersSurvey of Coastal Management Program Partners and StakeholdersSurvey of Coastal Management Program Partners and StakeholdersSurvey of Coastal Management Program Partners and Stakeholders

The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration Office of Ocean and Coastal Resource Management (OCRM) conducts periodic evaluations 
of state coastal management programs as required by the Coastal Zone Management Act. As part of the evaluation of the [name of state] coastal 
management program, OCRM would like to obtain your perspective and opinion on the program's implementation and activities from [Month 20XX 
to Month 20XX]. Please note that the word “you” in the following questions refers to an organization or a person, as appropriate. If there are 
questions that do not apply to you, you may skip them.  
 
Thank you for your participation in this survey. 

1. How would you characterize the coastal program's management of the state's coastal 
zone? 

2. What are the coastal management program's top one to three strengths?

3. What are the coastal management program's top one to three accomplishments?

4. What are coastal management program's one to three biggest weaknesses?

5. What are the coastal program's top one to three challenges faced?

6. Describe your working relationship with the coastal management program.

 

 

Excellent Good Adequate Poor Very Poor No Opinion

nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj

Strength_1

Strength_2

Strength_3

Accomplishment_1

Accomplishment_2

Accomplishment_3

Weakness_1

Weakness_2

Weakness_3

Challenge_1

Challenge_2

Challenge_3
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7. Describe any areas or ways in which your working relationship with the coastal 
program could be strengthened.

 

8. Describe one to three major collaborations your organization had with the coastal 
management program to implement programs, initiatives, projects or activities.  
 
Consider including: 
a. goal of the collaboration 
b. major activities undertaken 
c. funding provided by the coastal management program and by your organization 
d. technical assistance provided by the coastal management program and its value to the 
collaboration 
e. short and longterm impacts and the results of the collaboration 
f. how the collaboration helped your organization achieve its mission and goals 
 
a. Collaboration 1
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66
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b. Collaboration 2

 

c. Collaboration 3
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9. Describe any priority opportunities for additional collaborations to improve coastal 
management in the state.

 

10. How well does the federal consistency process work?

11. Discuss your rating of the federal consistency process in terms of what is working well 
and what is not working well.

 

12. Identify any opportunities for improving the federal consistency process.

 

13. How effective is the permit process in balancing development and environmental 
protection?

14. If you have applied for a permit, how would you rate the permit assistance provided by 
the program?
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66
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nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj
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Excellent Good Adequate Poor Very Poor No Opinion

nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj

Excellent Good Adequate Poor Very Poor No Opinion
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Survey of Coastal Management Program Partners and StakeholdersSurvey of Coastal Management Program Partners and StakeholdersSurvey of Coastal Management Program Partners and StakeholdersSurvey of Coastal Management Program Partners and Stakeholders
15. Identify any major changes changes in the permitting process that you are aware of 
and their impact(s).

 

16. Identify any opportunities for improving the permit process.

 

17. Do you have any recommendations for changes the program could make to improve 
effective implementation of the state's coastal management program?

 

18. Is there anything else you would like to share?

 

19. Choose the category which best describes who you represent.
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55

66
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Local Government
 

nmlkj

State Government
 

nmlkj

Federal Government
 

nmlkj

Business/Industry
 

nmlkj

Nonprofit/Nongovernmental Organization
 

nmlkj

Academia
 

nmlkj

Other (please specify) 
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20. Provide your name.

 

OMB Control # 0648XXXX, expires month/date/year. OCRM requires this information in order to adequately evaluate the ongoing approval and 
financial eligibility of CZMA coastal management programs. Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 30 
minutes per response. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions 
for reducing this burden, to Kate Barba, Chief, National Policy and Evaluation Division, OCRM, 1305 EastWest Hwy., N/ORM7, Silver Spring, 
Maryland 20910. This reporting is required under and is authorized under 16 U.S.C. 1458(a). Information submitted will be treated as public 
records; however, the identity of a respondent will be protected if the respondent’s comments and responses are released. Notwithstanding any 
other provision of the law, no person is required to respond to, nor shall any person be subject to a penalty for failure to comply with, a collection of 
information subject to the requirements of the Paperwork Reduction Act unless that collection displays a currently valid OMB Control Number. 
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The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration Office of Ocean and Coastal Resource Management (OCRM) conducts periodic evaluations 
of national estuarine research reserves as required by the Coastal Zone Management Act. As part of the evaluation of [name] Reserve, OCRM 
would like to obtain your perspective and opinion on the reserve's implementation of its programs and activities from [Month 20XX to Month 20XX]. 
Please note that the word “you” in the following questions refers to an organization or a person, as appropriate. If there are questions that do not 
apply to you, you may skip them. 
 
Thank you for your participation in this survey. 

1. How well do you think the reserve is doing in addressing the following four National 
Estuarine Research Reserve System priorities: 
 
a. Providing opportunities for research and monitoring.

b. Enhancing public awareness and understanding of estuarine areas through public 
education and interpretation opportunities.

c. Providing coastal decision makers with knowledge and tools to address critical 
resource management issues through the Coastal Training Program.

d. Protecting and restoring the reserve's resources.

 

Excellent Good  Adequate Poor Very Poor No Opinion

nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj

Exellent Good Adequate Poor Very Poor No Opinion

nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj

Excellent Good Adequate Poor Very Poor No Opinion

nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj

Excellent Good Adequate Poor Very Poor Unknown

nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj

Comments 

55

66

Comments 

55

66

Comments 

55

66

Comments 

55

66



Page 2
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6. Describe your working relationship with the reserve. 

 

7. Describe any areas or ways in which your relationship with the reserve could be 
strengthened.

 

2. What are the reserve's top one to three strengths?
Strength_1

Strength_2

Strength_3

3. What are the reserve's top one to three accomplishments?
Accomplishment_1

Accomplishment_2

Accomplishment_3

4. What are the reserve's one to three biggest weaknesses?
Weakness_1

Weakness_2

Weakness_3

5. What are the reserve's top one to three challenges faced?
Challenge/Issue_1

Challenge/Issue_2

Challenge/Issue_3
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8. Describe one to three major collaborations your organization had with the reserve to 
implement programs, initiatives, projects or activities.  
 
Consider including: 
a. goal of the collaboration 
b. major activities undertaken 
c. funding provided by the reserve and by your organization  
d. technical assistance, research results, and/or monitoring data from the Reserve that 
your organization used and its value to the collaboration 
e. short and longterm impacts and the results of the collaboration 
f. how the collaboration helped your organization achieve its mission and goals 
 
a. Collaboration 1
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b. Collaboration 2

 

c. Collaboration 3

 

9. Describe any priority opportunities for additional collaborations to further the reserve's 
mission of research, education, and stewardship.
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10. Do you have any recommendations for changes the reserve could make to improve its 
effectiveness?

 

11. Is there anything else you would like to share?

 

12. Choose the category which best describes who you represent.

13. OPTIONAL: Provide your name.

 

OMB Control # 0648XXXX, expires month/date/year. OCRM requires this information in order to adequately evaluate the ongoing approval and 
financial eligibility of CZMA national estuarine research reserves. Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 
30 minutes per response. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including 
suggestions for reducing this burden, to Kate Barba, Chief, National Policy and Evaluation Division, OCRM, 1305 EastWest Hwy., N/ORM7, Silver 
Spring, Maryland 20910. This reporting is required under and is authorized under 16 U.S.C. 1458(a). Information submitted will be treated as 
public records; however, the identity of a respondent will be protected if the respondent’s comments and responses are released. Notwithstanding 
any other provision of the law, no person is required to respond to, nor shall any person be subject to a penalty for failure to comply with, a 
collection of information subject to the requirements of the Paperwork Reduction Act unless that collection displays a currently valid OMB Control 
Number. 
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State Government
 

nmlkj

Federal Government
 

nmlkj

Business/Industry
 

nmlkj

Nonprofit/Nongovernmental Organization
 

nmlkj

Academia
 

nmlkj

Other (please specify) 
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Type of Review: Regular submission 
(revision and extension of a current 
information collection). 

Affected Public: Business or other for- 
profit organizations. 

Estimated Number of Respondents: 
1,482. 

Estimated Time per Response: Sector 
operations plan and associated National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
analysis, 640 hours; monitoring service 
provider response to application 
disapproval, 10 hours; Data entry for 
sector discard monitoring system, 3 
minutes; Sector weekly catch report, 4 
hours; Sector annual report, 12 hours; 
Notification of expulsion from a sector, 
30 min; Request to transfer Annual 
Catch Entitlement (ACE), 5 minutes; 
VMS certification form, 10 minutes; 
VMS confirmation call, 5 minutes; VMS 
area and DAS declaration, 5 minutes; 
VMS trip-level catch reports and Daily 
VMS catch reports, 15 minutes; Pre-trip 
hail report to a dockside monitoring 
(DSM) service provider, 2 minutes; Trip- 
end hail report to a DSM service 
provider, 15 minutes; Confirmation of 
DSM trip-end hail report, 2 minutes; 
Forward trip start/end hails to NMFS, 2 
minutes; Notification to vessel/sector/ 
NMFS of monitor emergency, 5 minutes; 
DSM/roving service provider data entry, 
3 minutes; Dockside/roving or at-sea 
monitor deployment report, 10 minutes; 
DSM/roving or at-sea monitoring (ASM) 
service provider catch report to NMFS 
upon request, minutes; Dockside/roving 
or at-sea monitor report of harassment 
and other issues, 30 minutes; Copy of 
DSM/roving or ASM service provider 
contract or information materials upon 
request, 30 minutes; OLE debriefing of 
dockside/roving or at-sea monitors, 2 
hours; ASM Pre-Trip Notification and 
Vessel notification of selection for at-sea 
monitoring coverage, 5 minutes each; 
NMFS ASM Database and Data Entry, 30 
minutes n; Observer program pre-trip 
notification, 2 minutes; Copy of the 
dealer weigh-out slip or dealer signature 
of the dockside monitor report, 2 
minutes; DAS Transfer Program, 5 min; 
Expedited Submission of Proposed 
SAPs, 20 hr; NAFO Reporting 
Requirements, 10 minutes. 

Estimated Total Annual Burden 
Hours: 78,719. 

Estimated Total Annual Cost to 
Public: $3,486,168. 

IV. Request for Comments 
Comments are invited on: (a) Whether 

the proposed collection of information 
is necessary for the proper performance 
of the functions of the agency, including 
whether the information shall have 
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the 
agency’s estimate of the burden 

(including hours and cost) of the 
proposed collection of information; (c) 
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and 
clarity of the information to be 
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the 
burden of the collection of information 
on respondents, including through the 
use of automated collection techniques 
or other forms of information 
technology. 

Comments submitted in response to 
this notice will be summarized and/or 
included in the request for OMB 
approval of this information collection; 
they also will become a matter of public 
record. 

Dated: October 9, 2012. 
Gwellnar Banks, 
Management Analyst, Office of the Chief 
Information Officer. 
[FR Doc. 2012–25224 Filed 10–12–12; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510–22–P 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

Proposed Information Collection; 
Comment Request; Evaluations of 
Coastal Zone Management Act 
Programs—State Coastal Management 
Programs and National Estuarine 
Research Reserves 

AGENCY: National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), 
Commerce. 
ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: The Department of 
Commerce, as part of its continuing 
effort to reduce paperwork and 
respondent burden, invites the general 
public and other Federal agencies to 
take this opportunity to comment on 
proposed and/or continuing information 
collections, as required by the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. 
DATES: Written comments must be 
submitted on or before December 14, 
2012. 

ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments 
to Jennifer Jessup, Departmental 
Paperwork Clearance Officer, 
Department of Commerce, Room 6616, 
14th and Constitution Avenue NW., 
Washington, DC 20230 (or via the 
Internet at JJessup@doc.gov). 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Requests for additional information or 
copies of the information collection 
instrument and instructions should be 
directed to L. Christine McCay, (301) 
563–1163 or chris.mccay@noaa.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Abstract 

This request is for a new information 
collection. 

The Coastal Zone Management Act of 
1972, as amended (CZMA; 16 U.S.C. 
1451 et seq.) requires that state coastal 
management programs and national 
estuarine research reserves developed 
pursuant to the CZMA and approved by 
the Secretary of Commerce be evaluated 
periodically. This request is to collect 
information to accomplish those 
evaluations. 

Section 1458 of the CZMA and 
implementing regulations at 15 CFR part 
923, Subpart L, require that state coastal 
management programs be evaluated 
concerning the extent to which the state 
has implemented and enforced the 
program approved by the Secretary, 
addressed the coastal management 
needs identified in 16 U.S.C. 1452(2)(A) 
through (K), and adhered to the terms of 
any grant, loan, or cooperative 
agreement funded under the CZMA. 
Section 1461(f) of the CZMA and 
implementing regulations at 15 CFR Part 
921, Subpart E, require that national 
estuarine research reserves be evaluated 
with regard to their operation and 
management, including education and 
interpretive activities, the research 
being conducted within the reserve, and 
be evaluated in accordance with section 
1458 of the CZMA and procedures set 
forth in 15 CFR part 923. 

NOAA’s Office of Ocean and Coastal 
Resource Management (OCRM) 
conducts periodic evaluations of the 34 
coastal management programs and 28 
research reserves and produces written 
findings for each evaluation. OCRM has 
access to documents submitted in 
cooperative agreement applications, 
performance reports, and certain 
documentation required by the CZMA 
and implementing regulations. 
However, additional information from 
each coastal management program and 
research reserve, as well as information 
from the program and reserve partners 
and stakeholders with whom each 
works, is necessary to evaluate against 
statutory and regulatory requirements. 
Different information collection subsets 
are necessary for (1) coastal 
management programs, (2) their partners 
and stakeholders, (3) research reserves, 
and (4) their partners and stakeholders. 

II. Method of Collection 

Coastal program and reserve manager 
respondents will receive information 
requests/questionnaires via email, and 
submittals will be made via email. 
Partners and stakeholders of coastal 
management programs and of reserves 
will receive a link to a web-based survey 
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tool (Survey Monkey) and respond 
through the survey tool. 

III. Data 

OMB Control Number: None. 
Form Number: None. 
Type of Review: Regular submission 

(request for a new information 
collection). 

Affected Public: State, local, or tribal 
government; not-for-profit institutions; 
business or other for-profit 
organizations. 

Estimated Number of Respondents: 
468. 

Estimated Time Per Response: 60 
hours per CZMA program manager; 30 
minutes per partner/stakeholder. 

Estimated Total Annual Burden 
Hours: 1,008 hours. 

Estimated Total Annual Cost to 
Public: $0 in recordkeeping/reporting 
costs. 

IV. Request for Comments 

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether 
the proposed collection of information 
is necessary for the proper performance 
of the functions of the agency, including 
whether the information shall have 
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the 
agency’s estimate of the burden 
(including hours and cost) of the 
proposed collection of information; (c) 
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and 
clarity of the information to be 
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the 
burden of the collection of information 
on respondents, including through the 
use of automated collection techniques 
or other forms of information 
technology. 

Comments submitted in response to 
this notice will be summarized and/or 
included in the request for OMB 
approval of this information collection; 
they also will become a matter of public 
record. 

Dated: October 9, 2012. 
Gwellnar Banks, 
Management Analyst, Office of the Chief 
Information Officer. 
[FR Doc. 2012–25226 Filed 10–12–12; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510–08–P 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

RIN 0648–XC197 

Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States; Tilefish Fishery; 2013 Tilefish 
Fishing Quota Specification 

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and 

Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), 
Commerce. 

ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: NMFS announces that the 
overall annual tilefish quota for the 
2013 fishing year (November 1, 2012– 
October 31, 2013) will remain the same 
as it was in fishing year 2012. NMFS is 
required to notify the public of the 
overall annual quota levels for tilefish if 
the previous year’s quota specifications 
remain unchanged. This document also 
provides notice of tilefish specifications 
recently adopted by the Mid-Atlantic 
Fishery Management Council. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Jason Berthiaume, Fishery Management 
Specialist, (978) 281–9177; fax (978) 
281–9135. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
tilefish regulations at § 648.292 specify 
that NMFS notify the public in the 
Federal Register of the overall annual 
quota levels for tilefish if the previous 
year’s quota specifications remain 
unchanged. The tilefish total allowable 
landings (TAL) for the 2013 fishing year 
will remain the same as the fishing year 
2012 TAL of 1.995 million lb (904,917 
kg). Five percent of the TAL (99,750 lb 
(45,246 kg)) is allocated to incidental 
catch, leaving 1,895,250 lb (859,671 kg) 
allocated to Individual Fishing Quota 
(IFQ) holders. 

This document also announces 
tilefish specifications recently adopted 
by the Mid-Atlantic Fishery 
Management Council (Council). At the 
April 2012 Council meeting, the Council 
adopted specifications for an acceptable 
biological catch (ABC), annual catch 
limit (ACL), and annual catch target 
(ACT). These specifications are 
consistent with the overall quota and 
rebuilding schedule that was 
established in Amendment 1 to the 
Golden Tilefish Fishery Management 
Plan. The adopted specifications also 
comply with the Council’s annual catch 
limits and accountability measures 
omnibus amendment (76 FR 60606; 
September 29, 2011). 

TABLE 1—2013 TILEFISH QUOTAS AND 
SPECIFICATIONS 

Specification Pounds Kilograms 

ABC .................. 2,013,000 913,081 
ACL ................... 2,013,000 913,081 
ACT ................... 2,013,000 913,081 
TAL ................... 1,995,000 904,917 
Incidental quota 99,750 42,246 
IFQ quota .......... 1,895,250 859,671 

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq. 

Dated: October 10, 2012. 
Emily H. Menashes, 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable 
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service. 
[FR Doc. 2012–25285 Filed 10–12–12; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510–22–P 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE ADMINISTRATION 

[OMB Control No. 9000–0076; Docket 2012– 
0076; Sequence 12] 

Federal Acquisition Regulation; 
Submission for OMB Review; 
Novation/Change of Name 
Requirements 

AGENCY: Department of Defense (DOD), 
General Services Administration (GSA), 
and National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration (NASA). 
ACTION: Notice of request for comments 
regarding an extension to an existing 
OMB clearance. 

SUMMARY: Under the provisions of the 
Paperwork Reduction Act, the 
Regulatory Secretariat will be 
submitting to the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB) a request to review 
and approve an extension of a 
previously approved information 
collection requirement concerning 
Novation/Change of Name 
Requirements. A notice was published 
in the Federal Register at 77 FR 29983, 
on May 21, 2012. One respondent 
submitted comments. 

Public comments are particularly 
invited on: Whether this collection of 
information is necessary; whether it will 
have practical utility; whether our 
estimate of the public burden of this 
collection of information is accurate, 
and based on valid assumptions and 
methodology; ways to enhance the 
quality, utility, and clarity of the 
information to be collected; and ways in 
which we can minimize the burden of 
the collection of information on those 
who are to respond, through the use of 
appropriate technological collection 
techniques or other forms of information 
technology. 
DATES: Submit comments on or before 
November 14, 2012. 
ADDRESSES: Submit comments 
identified by Information Collection 
9000–0076, Novation/Change of Name 
Requirements, by any of the following 
methods: 

• Regulations.gov: http:// 
www.regulations.gov. Submit comments 

VerDate Mar<15>2010 15:21 Oct 12, 2012 Jkt 229001 PO 00000 Frm 00006 Fmt 4703 Sfmt 4703 E:\FR\FM\15OCN1.SGM 15OCN1er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
2V

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 

http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov

	Agency: NOAA/NOS
	Agency#: 0648
	ombno: 
	2b: Off
	3a: On
	3b: Off
	3c: Off
	3d: Off
	3e: Off
	3f: Off
	4a: On
	4b: Off
	4b1: 
	4b2: 
	4b3: 
	4c: Off
	5y: Off
	5n: On
	6a: On
	6b: Off
	6bmonth: 
	6byr: 
	7,title: Evaluations of Coastal Zone Management Act Programs: State Coastal Management Programs and National Estuarine Research Reserves
	8: NA
	9: 
	10: The Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972, as amended (CZMA; 16 U.S.C. 1451 et seq.)  requires that state coastal management programs and national estuarine research reserves developed pursuant to the CZMA and approved by the Secretary of Commerce be evaluated periodically.  This request is for to collect information to accomplish those evaluations.  NOAA’s Office of Ocean and Coastal Resource Management (OCRM) conducts periodic evaluations of the 34 coastal management programs and 28 research reserves and produces written findings for each evaluation.  OCRM has access to some documentation regarding each program.  However, additional information from each coastal management program and research reserve, as well as information from the program and reserve partners and stakeholders with whom each works, is necessary to evaluate against statutory and regulatory requirements.  Different information collection subsets are necessary for 1) coastal management programs, 2) their partners and stakeholders, 3) research reserves, and 4) their partners and stakeholders.
	11a: x
	11b: x
	11c: x
	11d: 
	11e: x
	11f: P
	12a: Off
	12b: On
	12c: Off
	13a: 468
	13b: 468
	13c: 99
	13d: 943
	13e: 0
	13f: 943
	13f1: 943
	13f2: 
	14a: 0
	14b: 0
	14c: 0
	14d: 0
	14e: 0
	14f: 
	14g: 
	15a: 
	15b: P
	15c: 
	15d: 
	15e: x
	15f: 
	15g: 
	16a: Off
	16b: Off
	16c: On
	16c1: Off
	16c2: Off
	16c3: Off
	16c4: Off
	16c5: Off
	16c6: On
	16c7: Off
	16c8: Off
	16c9: 
	17y: On
	17n: Off
	18name: Carrie Hall
	18phone:  (301) 563-1135
	theysign: Cheryl Marlin for Hugh Johnson
	theydate: 12/21/2012
	mesign: 
	medate: 
	input_433452656_60_5492154076_0: Off
	text_433452663_5492156691: 
	text_433452663_5492156692: 
	text_433452663_5492156693: 
	text_433452659_5492159358: 
	text_433452659_5492159359: 
	text_433452659_5492159360: 
	text_433452666_5492160764: 
	text_433452666_5492160766: 
	text_433452666_5492160768: 
	text_433452660_5492168104: 
	text_433452660_5492168105: 
	text_433452660_5492168106: 
	text_433452658_0: 
	text_433452656_0: 
	text_433452668_0: 
	text_433452657_0: 
	text_472308060_0: 
	text_472304831_0: 
	text_433452661_0: 
	input_434470087_60_5492184890_0: Off
	text_434470644_0: 
	text_434473324_0: 
	input_433464753_60_5492193221_0: Off
	input_434452179_60_5492194723_0: Off
	text_433464753_0: 
	text_434452179_0: 
	text_433465304_0: 
	text_433465399_0: 
	text_433452662_0: 
	text_433452667_0: 
	input_471755342_10_0_0: Off
	text_471755342_5492201846: 
	text_463847446_0: 
	input_365887824_60_5446221508_0: Off
	input_365890265_60_5135241047_0: Off
	input_365890338_60_5135247694_0: Off
	input_365890312_60_5155343743_0: Off
	text_365887824_0: 
	text_365890265_0: 
	text_365890338_0: 
	text_365890312_0: 
	text_365887831_5446223597: 
	text_365887831_5446223598: 
	text_365887831_5446223599: 
	text_365887827_5446224782: 
	text_365887827_5446224785: 
	text_365887827_5446224790: 
	text_365887834_5446226236: 
	text_365887834_5446226239: 
	text_365887834_5446226241: 
	text_365887828_5446227160: 
	text_365887828_5446227161: 
	text_365887828_5446227162: 
	text_365887826_0: 
	text_432144267_0: 
	text_365887825_0: 
	text_365887832_0: 
	text_365887833_0: 
	text_365887829_0: 
	text_365887830_0: 
	text_365887835_0: 
	text_463843830_0: 
	input_471749272_10_0_0: Off
	text_471749272_5485886289: 
		2013-03-15T12:36:49-0400
	BRABSON.SARAH.1365710488




