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MEETING SUMMARY 
 

Habitat Plan Development Team 
October 14, 2020 
October 26, 2020 

10:30 a.m. – 12:00 p.m., both days 
 

Agenda 
The PDT reviewed the draft habitat policies related to submarine cables and aquaculture and 
made suggested edits during each of the two conference calls. Additional suggestions and edits 
were provided prior to and between the two calls. Staff will finalize this round of comments for 
distribution to the AP and Committee on November 10. 

Meeting attendance 
The PDT was joined by Advisory Panel and Committee members who expressed interest in 
working on these topics.  
 

• PDT members included Michelle Bachman (Chair), Peter Auster (10/14 only), Sharon 
Benjamin, Jessica Coakley, Geret DePiper, Rachel Feeney (10/26 only), Kathryn Ford, 
Julia Livermore, Dave Packer (10/26 only), David Stevenson (10/14 only), and Alison 
Verkade.  

• AP members included Chris McGuire (Chair), Jeff Kaelin (10/26 only), Elizabeth 
Marchetti, Drew Minkiewicz, and Dave Wallace (10/26 only). 

• Committee members included Eric Reid (Chair), Scott Olszewski, and Melissa Smith 
(10/26 only). 

• Others included Chris Schillaci (NOAA) and Kelly Whitmore (MADMF, 10/14 only).  

Summary of comments 

• The group agreed it would be valuable to have a conversation at the Committee/Council 
about how to collaborate with NOAA Fisheries on specific projects, but decided that it 
would probably be best to avoid being too prescriptive at this point. A letter to GARFO 
on which types of projects the Council is most interested and when in the process it 
would like to hear about them would probably be useful (this would be an update to prior, 
similar correspondence on this issue).  
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• Ms. Bachman noted that the Council recently did some outreach to a variety of federal 
action agencies on EFH consultation and the Council’s role; follow ups on these topics 
with relevant agencies could also be useful.  

• Related to this, a few sentences about the geographic scope of interest (both inshore and 
offshore) and intended audience were added to both policies.  

• The group agreed that it made sense to organize both policies according to general 
principles, then provide more detailed examples under each principle, with the examples 
not intended to be exhaustive.  

• Principles are generally organized around themes of siting to avoid sensitive habitats, 
operations that minimize environmental effects, monitoring to detect ecosystem changes 
and continued integrity of installed structures, and development in the context of other 
sectors, including fishing, to avoid negative effects on those sectors. The need to 
understand cumulative effects is also identified in both policies. 

• With the examples, the intent is to write them from the perspective of suggesting a 
desired outcome, e.g. consider interactions with EFH  and HAPC, and avoid installations 
in locations where impacts are expected to be more than minimal and temporary in order 
to preserve ecosystem function. 

• In general, there is a desire to build on existing BMPs and permit requirements, and in the 
case of aquaculture, the prior Council policy. The group recognized that the states have 
varying recommendations, for example on the appropriate proximity between nearshore 
aquaculture siting and seagrass habitats, and that these differences should be examined 
and considered while drafting these regional policies.  
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