
William G. Salters, DRC-Team Lead

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The way we will conduct the panel today is I will briefly do a brief overview of who we are and what we have accomplished so far, what we were unable to complete and provide suggestions/potential partners that could help us accomplish those needs. 

Then I would like to present actions and implementation steps from the GSAA Implementation Plan the 4 state leads believe to be our priorities for 2014 as well as Project Snapshots that were developed 
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Presentation Notes
The promotion of disaster-resilient communities one of the four issue areas identified by the Alliance. The Southeast U.S. region continues to experience significant weather-and climate-related events that cause hardships for the economic, environmental, and social well-being of residents and visitors  alike.

Emergency responders and community planners must develop and implement strategies to minimize risk to the trillions of dollars worth of insured property and the millions of people that live in our coastal counties.

The disaster-resilient communities portion of the Implementation Plan incorporates five objectives:

1) undertake regional and state-specific vulnerability assessments of social, economic and natural resource systems
2)develop and implement adaptation and mitigation strategies (including retreat) to prepare for climate change impacts
3) improve post-disaster redevelopment planning at the regional, state, and local community level
4) identify and implement incentives for encouraging development away from high risk areas;
5)identify and incorporate management and financial options to address beachfront and estuarine shoreline change.
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Presentation Notes
The Disaster Resilient Communities (DRC) Issue Area Team is comprised of the four state leads with a rotating chairperson, State Hazard Mitigation Offices, Sea Grant, and federal representation from the EPA, NOAA, USGS, and USACE.






 

GSAA Implementation Plan-Action 
Items/Implementation Steps



 

Project Snapshots



Implementation Steps: 
1) Review Post-Disaster Redevelopment Planning Processes and 
inventory what has been done throughout all of the states. 
2) Hold regional summit to improve understanding of post-disaster 
redevelopment options. 

3) Compile an online database of tools and resources with a forum 
for discussion that could be used to help with post-disaster 
redevelopment planning. 
4) Explore land use change analysis and planning tools that could be 
used during the post-disaster redevelopment process, and 
implications for implementation. 
5) Examine current federal recovery resources and evaluate any 
barriers or obstacles that they present and offer ways to better

 
coordinate with them through the states.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
As you recall from my presentation yesterday, the DRC has primarily focused on accomplishing Action Item DRC3A: Evaluating nationwide Post-Disaster Redevelopment Planning initiatives to improve understanding and business continuity


5) With the recent addition of Mary Rountree, FEMA, we hope can identify the necessary resources to “examine federal recovery resources and evaluate any barriers or obstacles they they present and offer ways to better coordinate between the states



Implementation Steps: 
1) Coordinate with Emergency Support Function (ESF)-14, 

guidance focused on long-term recovery at the Federal 
and State level. 

2) Meet with FEMA Region 4 and Headquarters to discuss how 
to better coordinate with ESF-14. 

3) Evaluate state growth management laws, state hazard 
mitigation plans and federal hazard mitigation laws to create 
a framework for Post-Disaster Redevelopment Planning that 
connects the local, state and federal post-disaster 
redevelopment planning processes. 

4) Develop guidance on how to best coordinate these efforts. 
5) Evaluate RiskMAP

 

as a tool for post-disaster redevelopment 
planning efforts
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Moving forward, we would like to address Action DRC3B: Develop guidance to improve redevelopment considerations in state and local hazards mitigation plans and local comprehensive and growth management plans. 

Potential Partners State EMDs; State Land Planning Agencies; State CMPs; FEMA Region 4; LTROs


With the recent addition of Mary Rountree, FEMA, we hope can identify the necessary resources to “examine federal recovery resources and evaluate any barriers or obstacles they they present and offer ways to better coordinate between the states



Implementation Steps: 
1) Evaluate successful public-private partnerships
2) Evaluate current tools available for this collaboration and their 

effectiveness
3) Create guidance on what a successful partnership may look like in 

organization and practice.
4) Begin to forge regional state collaborative efforts on sectors of the 

economy that span all states and ways to leverage opportunities for 
expedited recovery
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Action DRC3C-Explore short‐term economic recovery aspects of long‐term redevelopment, and opportunities to create partnerships in support of local business recovery. 

Potential partners: State EMDs, State Economic Development Agencies, State CMPs, Regional Economic 
Development Alliances, Universities, LTROs

We would like to secure an intern/graduate student to tackle this work



Implementation Steps: 

1) Develop/improve upon beachfront and estuarine shoreline 
digitization, change analyses (e.g. DSAS), and 
economic/natural resource vulnerability assessments

2) Develop guidebook and decision support tool to help local 
governments define and identify areas for management 
responses. 
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DRC5B-Develop regional standards or best practices for monitoring and mapping beachfront and estuarine 
shoreline changes for the purpose of targeting specific areas for management responses.




2) Develop guidebook and decision support tool to help local governments define and identify areas for management 
Responses – This step is very important, science to management piece.  
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Project Title: Facilitate the use of soft/hybrid shoreline protection measures throughout the four states

Potential Partners: [SERPPAS, US ACOE, TNC, NOAA CSC, NC Coastal Federation, Southeastern Environmental Law Center, CCOW, HE, WW, HVA Project Team, FL DEP CTP, SCRD] 

The ability to implement alternative (soft-hybrid) shoreline protection projects throughout the region proves to be quite difficult for two reasons: 1) confusing and cumbersome regulatory schemes not designed with the protection projection project in mind 2) unclear guidance on what shoreline protection measures are suitable in 
specific environments; however, there is clear demand amongst the four states to improve each other’s and the region’s ability to appropriately site and permit these type of projects.

Objective 1: Develop a regional shoreline protection guidance document that provides information on the feasibility of applying different alternative shoreline protection techniques dependent on site conditions (tide, current, fetch, erosion rate, etc). The guidance document will also provide general information on terminology, estimated costs, etc.

Objective 2: Leverage the GSAA’s work to encourage a programmatic change with the ACOE’s regulatory scheme to allow for a Regional General Permit (RGP) that sets provisions intended to encourage alternative shoreline protection 
measures in our region.

USACE Districts may need to be approached individually to discuss permit streamlining for living shorelines. The states in the region are different enough that a single Regional General Permit will probably not be enough (in my opinion). I think a USACE General Permit would need to be District-specific, but some Districts may be willing to work together on one (Charleston and Savannah, for instance
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Project Title: Predict future shoreline migration patterns and future	shoreline vulnerability, in terms of property and habitat loss, given current and future development, shoreline stabilization, and sea level rise.

Potential Partners: NC, SC,	GA, FL CZM,	FEMA, HVA Project Team, Sea Grant; USACE; EPA; NOAA; NERRs; universities

In the southeast, more than 10 million people live and work in coastal counties (US Census Bureau, 2010). As coastal shorelines change, from storms, sea level rise, and natural erosion, many coastal areas may become eroded and inundated. Knowing where and when oceanfront and	estuarine areas will be affected is crucial information for local, state, federal, private, public, and non-profit stakeholders

This snapshot is a multi-objective, multi-step process	to review what techniques	and data are	currently available for shoreline change, to use new tools to predict future shoreline locations, and to examine how sea level rise and shoreline change might affect coastal habitats and properties in the	future. The AMBUR tool,(Jackson et al., 2012) developed by	Dr. Chester Jackson of Georgia Southern	University, will be used to	help answer	shoreline questions such as how	far will it move, how fast will it move, and how variable will it be?
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Project Title: Develop adaptation strategies facing water-dependent uses in vulnerable 
coastal areas

Resources Needed: [$10,000/possibly a grad student or intern]
Expected Timescale: [1 year

Recreational and commercial working waterfronts have become integral local and state economic drivers in Florida, Georgia, South Carolina and North Carolina. Congress found that “coastal-dependent” uses should be given priority in the development and management of the coastal zone by states while clear and reasoned definitions regarding water dependency form important tools for preservation of recreational and commercial working waterfronts. Many states participating in the federal government’s CZMA program have established state level definitions of “water-dependent use.” Regardless of definition, these businesses reliant on coastal waters are extremely vulnerable to a variety of coastal hazards including coastal storms, hurricanes, coastal erosion, flooding, sea-level rise and land subsidence.
It is of vital importance not only to the business itself but to local and state economies that water dependant uses understand their vulnerabilities and the tools required to address the different hazards that currently threaten their long-term viability.

The objective of this project is to produce a guidance document that includes adaptation strategies specific to varying water dependent uses.

Potential Partners: National Working Waterfronts, SeaGrants, WW IATT, North Carolina Department of Natural Resources, South Carolina DHEC-OCRM, Georgia Department of Natural Resources, FL Department of Environmental 
Protection, UF Florida Law Conservation Clinic, UNC Clear
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