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MEETING SUMMARY 

 

Habitat Plan Development Team 
March 28, 2022 

1:00 – 4:00 p.m. 

Agenda 

The PDT refined the range of alternatives, reviewed supporting information, and discussed 

approaches to analysis for the framework to designate a Habitat Area of Particular Concern 

(HAPC) in Southern New England. The PDT also reviewed and recommended updates to the 

Council’s list of research priorities.  

Meeting attendance 

PDT members included Michelle Bachman (Chair), Peter Auster, Sharon Benjamin, Jessica 

Coakley, Jenny Couture, Geret DePiper, Rachel Feeney, Julia Livermore, Dave Packer, David 

Stevenson, Page Valentine, and Alison Verkade. Other attendees included Alison Lorenc and 

Drew Minkiewicz. 

Discussion  

Habitat Area of Particular Concern Framework 

Regarding the cod spawning alternatives, the PDT discussed and made several suggestions:  

• Add a description for which data were used to create the alternative polygons. 

• Add in additional context on how development activities (namely construction) will 

affect and alter cod spawning locations and result in loss of spawning aggregations and 

overall abandonment of spawning sites (cite Ames paper). In addition to time of year 

construction restrictions that can mitigate impacts on spawning activity, not locating 

turbines and substations within cod spawning sites is also expected to minimize impacts 

on spawning. 

• In the alternative description, should remove the spawning date range, since timeframes 

are not typically included as part of HAPC designations; the designation would occur 

year-round in that particular area. This information remains important as part of the 

rationale and supporting information. 

• Refine the HAPC polygon overlapping Cox Ledge to encompass the cod and cod grunt 

detections from the 2019-2020 and 2020-2021 acoustic telemetry work by Dr. Van Parjis 

et al., rather than basing the HAPC boundary on their 2020-2021 study area (i.e., the 
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glider extent). These two shapes will be similar but focusing on cod and cod grunt 

detections will ensure that the boundary reflects the data as closely as possible, vs. 

representing the authors’ assumptions about where evidence spawning was likely to be 

detected. (Note, however, that the glider extent was determined based on prior acoustic 

data.) 

• Also consider other evidence for cod spawning, including the earlier acoustic detections 

used to inform the recent study by VanParijs et al. (specifically the detection at site D, 

which is slightly east of more recent detections), SMAST gonad data from 2011-2017 

described in Chapter 3 of the Cod Stock Structure Working Group report (Dean et al., in 

review), and South Fork Wind Farm cod spawning survey data (INSPIRE 2018 and 

2019). The PDT discussed which data should be included as part of Alternative 2 (known 

cod spawning sites) vs. Alternative 3 (historic, known, and future cod spawning sites). 

Regarding designating an HAPC for multiple NEFMC species, several members were concerned 

that the alternative is too broad and general to be as helpful in the EFH consultation process 

(relative to the HAPC approaches based on specific cod spawning areas). The proposed HAPC 

designation for this alternative is not too different than the EFH designations that already exist, 

since in aggregate the EFH designations for the 12 species included in the alternative encompass 

the whole of Southern New England. In general, the PDT did not have any specific 

recommendations for narrowing down the HAPC designation. The Council might first designate 

an HAPC for cod spawning sites and then further evaluate an HAPC for multiple NEFMC 

species as a next step. The following are the main discussion points noted during the meeting: 

• Suggested looking at survey catch data for the 12 focal species over the past 1-2 decades 

to evaluate areas with the highest catches, by species. This might help narrow the HAPC 

designation. 

• Differences in survey catchability across surveys and across juveniles vs. adults was 

briefly discussed, however the surveys considered here have similar protocols to each 

other. 

• Ideally the focus of the HAPC designation should be on where the rare habitat types 

and/or features occur for each of these focal species and how susceptible the species are 

to offshore development. 

• The Council might consider using, once available, the Northeast Regional Habitat 

Assessment (NHRA) results to better inform the discussion of important areas to include 

as part of this HAPC designation. There was concern that the timing of the NHRA results 

would not align with the desired timeline of designating an HAPC. Final NHRA model 

development and review will occur later this spring and results will be shared with the 

Council in June.  

• Suggestion to review past NEFMC and NOAA comment letters on proposed offshore 

wind projects to potentially narrow down the list of key species.   

The PDT also briefly discussed fishery impacts that might arise from the HAPC designations. 

Members suggested keeping the impacts discussion higher level in the document given this 

action is non-regulatory. More specifically, most impacts to the wind and fishing industries are 

likely indirect effects and direct effects are anticipated. The group also noted that the HAPC 
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designation(s) are intended to support the EFH consultation process for offshore development 

projects and also to be used when considering fishery management plan actions.  

 

Follow up items: 

• Review data related to Cox Ledge spawning ground and consider alternative approaches 

to refining the HAPC spatial boundary. 

• Consider cod spawning reports from the Block Island Wind Farm and how these data 

might support the HAPC designation. 

• Examine species abundance data for SNE relative to the multiple species HAPC and 

consider whether alternative could be further refined based on available data. 

• Continue to refine rationale and supporting information for all alternatives. 

• Continue to develop fishery impacts analysis section. 

Council Research Priorities 

The PDT discussed Council research priorities. Staff explained that additions, deletions, edits to 

the priority description, or edits to the rating level (urgent/important/strategic) should be 

approved by the Committee. The PDT agreed that items 83 and 88, both related to fishing gear 

seabed contact, could be combined, but felt that such gear studies were different (although 

related) from studies addressing the ecological effects of fishing. Also, priorities 82 and 89 could 

be combined; both are about functional ecology of deep-sea corals, and fishing effects on deep-

sea corals. Recent strategic work at NOAA to prioritize areas for habitat mapping will be 

incorporated into item 91. In response to a Committee comment, the PDT agreed that while the 

concepts of range and density shifts were likely already encompassed in priority 101 (species 

responses to climate change including shifts in distribution, productivity, recruitment) that this 

language could be added to that item. 

Follow up items: 

• Staff will consolidate 83/88 and 82/89, make additional updates to the notes field, and get 

final PDT feedback before sharing suggested edits with the Habitat Committee.  

The meeting adjourned at approximately 4:00 p.m.  


