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Request for Proposals 
Commercial and Recreational Fisheries Resource Data Production, Storage, and 

Accessibility 
 
 
Tendered:  April 14, 2021 
Due Date:  May 3, 2021, 12 noon ET 
Issuer:  Responsible Offshore Science Alliance 
Questions?:  To Lyndie Hice-Dunton, lyndie@rosascience.org 
 
 
The Responsible Offshore Science Alliance (ROSA) is seeking a qualified contractor to conduct research 
and prepare a written report on standardization and data sharing for fisheries resource data, to support 

regional data accessibility, transparency, and compatibility needs.  ROSA, founded in 2019, is a nonprofit 
organization that seeks to advance regional research and monitoring of fisheries and offshore wind 
interactions through collaboration and cooperation.  ROSA’s objective is to be a trusted resource that 
enables scientific research, increases efficiency, deepens understanding and facilitates collaboration. 
 
Background 
There is a need to better understand the environmental and socio-economic impacts of offshore wind 
energy (OWE) development in the eastern U.S. and assess cumulative impacts across projects to fish and 
fisheries as they are built. 
 
The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) is the primary oversight agency for resource data on 
fisheries in the United States and has extensive data, surveys, and survey methods.  NMFS has clearly 
established protocols for quality control, protection of fishing industry data to protect confidential 
business data, and established methods that assure comparable data across long time periods.  
However, as offshore wind develops, there are additional groups gathering data in the offshore space 
for research and monitoring studies related to OWE projects.  These may include OWE developers, state 
agencies, universities, or others.   As the industry grows and more entities collect data on the marine 
environment, there is an opportunity to collate and standardize these data, where appropriate, and 
make them available for meta-analyses, or other research needs such as stock or ecosystem 
assessments.   
 
The ROSA Advisory Council has identified a number of challenges to the existing manner and means in 
which data collected for OWE energy development related to commercially and recreationally important 
fisheries resources are managed: 
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• Availability and warehousing of raw data. BOEM guidance generally focuses on making data 
publicly available and is less specific on data sharing methods or protocols.  Pre-Construction 
and Operation Plan studies are not systematically tracked by agencies and currently detailed 
guidance for disseminating post-construction monitoring data  is not available. Furthermore, it 
can be difficult to locate the metadata (researcher, data location, point of contact, etc.) to 
request available data. 

• State requirements for data transparency. Multiple states (e.g., NY, NJ, RI, CT, and MA) support 
greater data transparency in principle to advance regional monitoring and planning; however, 
states struggle with the process details and logistics for transparently sharing data (e.g., data 
management plans).  

• Sharing of confidential data. General management and availability of data can be highly 
sensitive and needs care and expertise to ensure the appropriate handling and sharing of 
confidential raw data and addressing ownership and permissions issues. 

• Developers Commitment. OWE developers have stated their commitment to make the data 
accessible. However, they do not have clear guidance on how best when, where, and how to 
share the raw data.  

• Recreational data. Generating and managing accurate data for recreational fishing continues to 
be a major challenge (e.g., state agencies have indicated there were insufficient data on 
recreational fishing).  

 
Intended Outcome of this Work 
The outcome of this RFP is intended to facilitate transparency and sharing of fishery resource data 
collected for commercially and recreationally important fishery resources for OWE development, 
primarily but not solely by non-governmental entities. This work would entail reviewing and 
summarizing key databases to which data owners can submit their raw data or derived data products 
and to identify data sharing gaps and issues that might be resolved through regional entities like ROSA 
and its members.  At this time, data is collected by a host of public and private actors, may or may not 
be publicly accessible, and may vary in compatibility, ease of access, and allowable or permitted use. 
 
Scope of Work 
The contractor shall draft a report describing the various types of data collected for commercially and 
recreationally important fisheries and the databases in which they are housed, in order to better 
understand how to facilitate integration of newer OWE-generated data into existing datasets, to the 
extent possible. It should examine multiple existing and complementary databases covering different 
taxonomic groups and data collection methods that are most likely to be relevant to OWE site 
assessment and pre- and post-construction monitoring. The report will then describe the newer data 
streams collected through OWE activities to inform recommendations as to their storage, accessibility, 
and integration into current databases that are relevant to fisheries data management.   
 
This work should be primarily focused on repositories for original data, rather than derived analytical 
products such as modelled species abundance or distribution estimates. Availability of raw data ensures 
long-term relevance for dataset(s), even in the face of advances in analytical techniques and 
interpretation, allowing for reanalysis of existing data at a future date.  It also enables analytical 
approaches that require compilation of data from multiple sites and facilitates potential calibration and 
comparison with other sampling methods.   
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Tasks 
The contractor shall: 

• Create a general typology of the types of fisheries resource data typically collected, including 

biological and socio-economic data (while oceanographic data is not intended to be a part of 

this review its sources and data management should be briefly described).  Biological data 

would typically involve commercially and recreationally fished species parameters such as 

abundance (numbers of individuals), distribution (location information), and demographics 

(length, age, sexual maturity, stomach content, etc.) off the US coast from the coast to the 200-

mile federal limit from the Gulf of Maine to South Carolina.  Biological data would also include 

information on the data collection methods and operational performance of the sampling gear 

(e.g., gear type, date, time, sample location, water depth, weather, gear performance, wire out, 

soak time, etc.). 

• Identify the range of research and monitoring methods typically used to collect that data 

including from operational surveys (i.e., trap or trawl surveys), observational surveys (visual or 

camera-based surveys from a range of platforms), tracking data (monitoring the position and/or 

movement of individual animals through telemetry or other means), tagging studies 

(conventional and electronic), passive acoustic studies (above- and below-water acoustic 

recording of animal sounds), and visual identification surveys (identifying individual or shoals of 

animals using photographs). 

● Identify and consider similar work already completed so as not to be redundant, which should 

include but not be limited to: NMFS summaries or reviews of its own data (e.g., National Center 

for Environmental Information), work done by the Responsible Offshore Development Alliance 

(RODA) and the National Renewable Energy Laboratory under a New York State Energy and 

Research Development Authority (NYSERDA) grant summarizing existing data sets, and work 

done by Inspire under a Massachusetts Clean Energy Center grant identifying ways to make 

geophysical geotechnical data gathered by OSE developers more readily available. 

● Review existing standards, databases, and clearinghouses for each type of data to be collected 
including programs such as the Atlantic Coastal Cooperative Statistics Program. 

● For each of the data types and databases described, consider the following:  are there existing 

standards for this type of data?  Is there an accepted clearinghouse for storing data and/or 

making it publicly available?  Is it adequately funded and by whom?  Are there confidentiality or 

access issues around these data?  What happens to fisheries data at the OWE project and site 

level in terms of long-term storage and access?   

● For each of the data types and databases described, provide guidance on how data need to be 

formatted and standardized in order to be compatible with one another, to the extent possible.   

Identify model programs or databases that directly involve fishermen such as the Commercial 

Fisheries Research Foundation (CFRF) and the Fisheries Knowledge Trust.1 .  CFRF has compiled 

data from many projects, surveys, and studies in a way that stakeholders trust (fishermen, 

offshore wind developers, etc.). The Fishermen’s Trust pilot study is a NYSERDA funded effort 

led by the Responsible Offshore Development Alliance that supports the ability of fishermen to 

include their knowledge and proprietary data in management activities 

 
1 https://rodafisheries.org/portfolio/fisheries-knowledge-trust/ 

 

https://rodafisheries.org/portfolio/fisheries-knowledge-trust/
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● Identify and delineate to the extent possible current data management and reporting 

expectations required by regulatory agencies such as BOEM and state natural resource or state 

energy procurement entities in order to understand the current drivers to the management, 

sharing and availability of privately-funded data. 

● Bidders should assume that the draft report will undergo the following review process:  1) first 

review by ROSA staff and then comments incorporated; 2) second review by data group of the 

ROSA Council and comments incorporated.  Finally, the bidder will also be expected to provide a 

final presentation on the report to the full ROSA Council 

● Finalize this report in both a publicly available PDF format and internally accessible file format 

such as Word formatted according to ROSA formatting standards (to be provided) with 

necessary charts or graphs.  Please note that it is not expected to be a highly designed report.  

The final report, with modifications as appropriate, should consider the general approach of the 

NYSERDA funded Wildlife Data Standardization and Sharing:  Supporting Environmental Data 

Transparency Requirements for Offshore Wind Energy Projects Supplying Power to New York 

State (anticipated Spring 2021). 

Qualifications 
Responses will be accepted from individuals, firms, or academic institutions.  Qualified applicants should 
possess at least the following: 

● Capable staff with masters degrees or higher in fisheries science, marine biology, oceanography, 

or other relevant sciences; 

● Subject matter expertise in fisheries science or fisheries ecology; 

● Detailed knowledge of data and databases pertinent to fisheries science off of the eastern coast 

of the United States; 

● Knowledge of the offshore wind industry and its development;  

● Understanding of commercial and recreational fishing and the importance of safeguarding 

fisheries dependent data and confidentiality; 

● Proven track record of delivering technical documents on time, with high quality, clarity of 

writing and organization and accompanying visuals such as charts and graphs. 

Submittal 
Proposals should include the following on letterhead but do not need to include a cover letter: 

● General description of the individual, firm, or academic department of program and names and 

roles of personnel doing the work; 

● Qualifications, projects, or products relevant to and indicating capability of delivering this work; 

● The approach you would take to this work; 

● The expected timeline to complete the first draft for submittal to ROSA, including any associated 

sub-tasks; 

● The total cost all inclusive, including a budget detailing the key steps, hours, labor rates, and any 

other costs of the work (the timeline may be included as part of the budget); 

● Three references for completing similar work including name, contact, and brief description of 

the work (on a separate page and not included in the page limit); and 

● Resumes of relevant staff, including any research associates if they will be active on the project 

in addition to the supervisor or Principal Investigator (not included in the page limit but keep 

resumes to 2 pages or less); 
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Please note that the work is not to exceed $25,000 US.  If proposing with an indirect rate as well as 

direct total costs, that indirect rate should not exceed ROSA’s own benchmark indirect rate of 20% or 

less.  Fully loaded rates are also appropriate to detail costs.   

Proposals should not exceed six (6) pages in length, not including resumes.  Resumes should be limited 

to two (2) pages per key personnel.  ROSA Council Members and Science Advisors may apply. 

PROPOSALS ARE DUE ON MONDAY, MAY 3, NO LATER THAN 12 NOON EDT. 


