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The  Habitat Protection and Ecosystem-Based Management Committee of the South Atlantic 

Fishery Management Council convened at the Town & Country Inn, Charleston, South Carolina, 

Tuesday morning, October 2, 2018, and was called to order by Chairman Doug Haymans. 

 

MR. HAYMANS:  Good morning.  I know I don’t look quite like Dr. Wilson Laney.  I thought I 

was done with this committee, but we had so much fun with it, and let’s hope that Wilson can get 

his issues settled with Fish and Wildlife and they see the light and the importance of having a 

representative at this table. 

 

Anyway, I will call the Habitat Protection and Ecosystem-Based Management Committee to order.  

You’ve got an agenda in front of you, and is there any additions or corrections to the agenda?  

Seeing none, we’ll accept it as presented.  You have also had a chance to look over the June 2018 

minutes.  Any corrections or additions to the minutes?  Seeing none, we will accept the minutes. 

 

Our Item Number 1 has changed significantly, because of the hurricane.  The gentlemen who were 

going to come talk to us from the Mid-Atlantic and Northeast couldn’t make this trip, but Gregg 

is going to fill-in in their absence and give us a good rundown of kind of where we are with this 

topic. 

 

MR. WAUGH:  Thanks, Doug, and Roger and I have put together a short presentation that we’ll 

go through in a minute, but, just for a little background, the councils had authorized the Chair, 

Vice Chair, and ED of each of the three councils to work together to figure out how we address 

these species, and this was going to pick up on that and talk about how we move forward. 

 

Unfortunately, the Mid is meeting this week, and New England meets during our December 

meeting, and so we’re going to try for our March meeting.  We will pull this off, but, in the interim, 

the Chair, Vice Chair, and ED from the three councils are going to continue meeting and discussing 

this topic, but we thought what we could do is just bring everybody up-to-date on where we are 

right now, and there are a couple of points where we could use some input from you all. 

 

In terms of an overview, blueline tile and other snapper grouper species initiated this effort.  Years 

ago, we explored extending the jurisdiction northward for the Snapper Grouper FMP.  The Mid 

was okay with us doing that, and there were concerns from the Regional Office and NOAA GC, 

and we didn’t move forward, and now the Mid has gone forward with a separate blueline tile effort, 

and some of the states north of North Carolina have regulations in place as well. 

 

Cobia also show the need for this, and you all are familiar.  Most of you are familiar with our 

efforts, and that FMP, or the management of that species for the Atlantic group, has been turned 

over to the Atlantic States Marine Fisheries Commission, and that is moving through the review 

stages.   

 

During the September 2017 committee meeting, we talked about this, and there is a document in 

there that reviews the catches.  We haven’t updated that, but you can look at that document.  It’s 

included as Attachment 1, and it shows how those species are starting to progress northwards, and 

that is only continuing.  We talked about short and long-term steps that the states and feds can take 

and some the states north of us have put in regulations, and we agreed to discuss this further. 
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At the November 15-16, 2017 Northeast Regional Coordination Council meeting, Charlie and I 

went up and gave a presentation there, and, again, that material is included here in Attachments 1 

and 2.  In Attachment 2, you can pick up the discussion on page 5.  That Attachment 2 is a report 

out of this NRCC meeting, and it’s interesting reading, and you can see how they approach 

assessments and other procedures that are, in some cases, quite different from how we proceed, 

and so it might be interesting reading at some point when you have time, but the shifting stock 

discussion starts on page 2, and so, as I said, the three councils agreed to have the Chair, Vice 

Chair, and ED discuss this. 

 

The first meeting took place at the February 2018 CCC meeting, and we reviewed true lead, 

administrative lead, and joint plans.  True lead is when one council makes all the decisions, and 

that’s where we are with Dolphin Wahoo.  We manage it along the entire east coast of the U.S.  

We do provide opportunities for the other councils to have voting seats at our committee level.  

Administrative lead is where one council has the lead, but other councils have to approve the 

measures, and then joint plans are where both groups have to approve all the actions, and so the 

council, our council, was asked, during this first informal meeting, to research a process to extend 

management jurisdiction northwards, as we did for the mackerels and cobia, and this was quite a 

surprise to us, because councils are kind of protective of their areas, and we talked about that we 

could go back and ask the Secretary to re-do the designations, but I think, based on the experience 

that particularly the Mid, and to some extent that New England, saw that we did with cobia, where 

the Mid has two voting seats on our Mackerel Committee, I think they were comfortable with that 

process and feel that that’s a good way to have input. 

 

Rather than going to the Secretary and asking to re-designate the areas of authority, they were 

interested in exploring how one council can extend its jurisdiction, with the understanding that that 

council would allow the involved other councils to have voting privileges at the committee level, 

and, if you all have questions as I’m going along, please feel free to ask them. 

 

MR. HAYMANS:  Just the first one that jumps out to me with that is it seems to be a one-way 

discussion.  In other words, we might assert authority moving north in the Mid-Atlantic, and the 

Mid-Atlantic might assert it moving north, but it’s never going to be the other way with climate 

change. 

 

MR. WAUGH:  Exactly.  At least we haven’t seen anything like that thus far.  Correct.  Then, at 

the March 2018 South Atlantic Council meeting, Charlie and I presented the results of this group’s 

discussion, and the direction to staff that you all gave us was to explore how the coastal migratory 

pelagics plan was expanded, to develop a list of priority species, and then invite New England and 

the Mid-Atlantic to our September meeting.  We’re going to come back to this list of priority 

species, because I think we could have some discussion here and get some input from you all, and, 

as I said, we’ll work on rescheduling that joint session, hopefully for our March meeting.   

 

Now, this was something that I had forgotten about that Roger brought to our attention.  In terms 

of the three councils working together, we already have an MOU on deep-sea corals that was 

signed between New England, Mid-Atlantic, and South Atlantic Councils back in 2013, and it 

established a framework for coordination and cooperation to protect deep-sea corals.  Each council 

is responsible for mitigation of fishery impacts within their own area of authority and to seek 

continuity among coral-related management measures and share data and information.   
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There is provisions in there to contribute to coordinated management, and so New England and 

the Mid-Atlantic would share information and data, including plan development team products, 

and the Mid-Atlantic staff and/or Mid-Atlantic liaison to New England will attend the New 

England Council’s habitat plan development team and what they call oversight committees, and 

that’s the equivalent to our committees, and the New England folks would do the same, and so you 

get that reciprocity in attendance and information exchange, and they asked us to advise them on 

coral and deep-sea ecosystem issues based on our past experience, since we’ve been doing that for 

a while, and so there is precedent there. 

 

Just to review briefly, this is our area of authority, and scup and black sea bass are north of Hatteras, 

but this is the area that we cover for most of our species.  You get into coastal migratory pelagics, 

and we did extend that up through the Mid-Atlantic’s area, and so we’ve got boundaries for king 

and Spanish, and then, as I said, dolphin wahoo, we manage that along the entire east coast, and 

so we’ve got different management structures in place now with different boundaries, and I think 

it’s a testament that the councils are willing to try and work together at the council level rather 

than bumping this up. 

 

In terms of priority species, what do we want to look at, possibly, to extend our management 

northwards?  Well, the one that jumps out is coastal migratory pelagics.  We have already done 

that up through the Mid-Atlantic area, and now we’re seeing king and Spanish mackerel catches 

occurring up in New England, and so the next logical step would be to consider expansion of the 

coastal migratory pelagics up through the New England Council area, and, in terms of the approach 

we’re looking at, they would then expect to get a voting seat on our Coastal Migratory Pelagics 

Committee, which, again, seems to have worked well with the Mid on coastal migratory pelagics 

and snapper grouper. 

 

The tricky one is when you get to snapper grouper, and we’ve got a couple of options here, and 

this certainly is not a finite list, and you all can come up with others, but, initially, black sea bass 

and scup, that boundary is at the Hatteras line, and they’ve got a separate FMP for golden tilefish, 

and now they have already undertaken efforts for blueline, and so we probably wouldn’t pick those 

up.  We could go for all species except black sea bass, scup, blueline, and golden, or you could go 

through and look at what species are starting to show up in the Mid-Atlantic within our snapper 

grouper complex and pick from those and certainly any other options you all can think of. 

 

Just to come back to how the coastal migratory pelagics plan was extended, we did that in 

Amendment 5 in 1990, and, if you all want this presentation afterwards, we can distribute it.  We 

will send it around, because it’s got a link to these documents.  I gave Monica a heads-up yesterday 

that I’m going to talk about the good-old days.  If you look at the timing here, the councils, and 

this was joint between the Gulf and the South Atlantic, the councils finished the amendment in 

March of 1990, and the NOA was published March 28, 1990.  The proposed rule was on April 20, 

1990, and the final rule was published in July of 1990 and was effective August 20, 1990, and so, 

five months after completion, we had a rule in place.   

 

If Roy was here, I would poke at him a little bit, because I have talked to him before.  When you 

go back to some of these old amendments, it’s amazing how brief we were in terms of our guidance 

and, in most cases, analyses, and you can argue that, well, we didn’t do a very good job then, but 

it sure was a lot easier and faster, and we got the regulations in place, and so we tend to look at it 

as the good-old days. 
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Here is the management measure, and the whole discussion occurs on pages 2 through 4 of the 

amendment, and so I think it would be worth your look back just to take a look at it, and there were 

thirteen other actions in that amendment too, and it wasn’t like that was the only item in there, and 

I know, on the NMFS side, their burden of process and what they have to do to move an amendment 

on has increased dramatically too, and I think, if you talk with them, they would look at this as the 

good-old days as well, but here is the measure.  It’s just saying that it will apply to fisheries within 

the jurisdiction of the Gulf and South Atlantic Council, but only to Atlantic migratory group king 

and Spanish mackerel within the jurisdiction of the Mid-Atlantic. 

 

There is not a lot of detail, and this was not a complex effort, and so, if we were to explore this 

option now to extend this to the Mid-Atlantic, it would be a similar approach, but we would 

obviously analyze the impacts in much more detail. 

 

MR. HAYMANS:  I know it was done because there were catches occurring in the Mid-Atlantic, 

but we didn’t necessarily associate those catches with climate change or sea temperatures, and so 

what was sort of -- Was there a driver, besides the fact that they were occurring there, that caused 

it to happen in 1990? 

 

MR. WAUGH:  Yes, and the question arose of, well, they’re part of the same stock, and so, back 

then, we were in ABC and TAC management, and so the question came of, well, those are coming 

out of our stock, and those catches are going to be included in the stock assessment, and so we 

need to capture them, in terms of our management, because they are going to count towards our 

quotas. 

 

MR. PUGLIESE:  Plus, I think the concept of the extension of the range of the species as well as 

just the -- As the population was building through a greater area, it was moving into areas that it 

may not have been in before, and so I think it was more that than thinking about climate. 

 

MR. BELL:  I was thinking that it probably had more to do with the -- The assumption was that 

the fish were there, and that was all part of their normal range at that time, and we weren’t thinking 

about things like temperature changes and -- But maybe it also, and I’m not sure, but was it 

primarily from the recreational component, because, as the recreational fisheries became more 

robust up there, maybe there were more encounters, and therefore more landings or something, but 

I didn’t know if it was also commercial or not, because, if you think about the growth of 

recreational fisheries in the 1980s, and even the 1990s and all, that might have something to do 

with that. 

 

MR. PUGLIESE:  Yes, and I think I specifically remember a lot of the discussions about the 

expansion of that recreational fishery, because that was also -- If you remember the times when 

species like bluefish and some of the ones that were not there, this all of a sudden became one that 

they were targeting and having more opportunity to expand their suite of different species that 

were available. 

 

MR. BELL:  Yes, but the fish were there.  They just weren’t necessarily targeted, but, now, we’ve 

got a new dynamic, perhaps, where we’re dealing with stuff that might actually be moving, which 

is a little more complicated. 
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MS. MCCAWLEY:  Did the Gulf have to sign-off on that at that time? 

 

MR. WAUGH:  Yes, and they would this time as well, and -- Well, the consideration back then 

was it was no skin off of their nose, because all of that applied to the Atlantic migratory group, 

and so that’s it.  Any additional questions?  What we would like some guidance on is the list of 

species and you all’s thoughts on should we look at coastal migratory pelagics first or just leave it 

there, and, of course, then this would all have to trickle into our priorities and further discussions. 

 

MR. BELL:  To that, you mentioned snapper grouper, and do we have indications that anything is 

sort of moving or shifting or landings are increasing?  Is there any particular species that we have 

noticed so far, other than -- Like I said, sea bass are already there.   

 

MR. WAUGH:  Some of the deeper-water groupers are showing up more, and Virginia has put in 

regulations, and I think some of the states farther north have as well, but that Attachment 1 that we 

didn’t get into, that has some background on the catches.   

 

MR. HAYMANS:  If you think about it from all the snapper grouper, like yellowtail, would there 

be a reason really to create regulations for yellowtail that far north? 

 

MR. WAUGH:  No, I would think not, and so that’s why we put that option in there to go through 

the snapper grouper fishery management unit and see which species you think -- The other way is 

just give us some direction to update that catch analysis and see what species are showing up and 

bring that back to you. 

 

DR. WILLIAMS:  Science clearly might have a role to play in here, and that is in the form of 

looking at what data there is and sort of treating some of these species in a new stock ID kind of 

setting, because the things that are going to be important here to understand is what is the 

reproductive cycle and has that changed, and so, in other words, if some of these species are 

pushing further north or expanding, which is the term I would prefer to us, rather than migration, 

is expansion, are we starting to see evidence of new reproductive effort in those northern areas, 

and, if that’s the case, then you’re looking at a different population dynamic system than maybe 

would even warrant separate management or something along those lines. 

 

I would just encourage that we kind of maybe have the equivalent of a big stock ID workshop or 

something like that to look at what is the scientific evidence to support whether these species need 

some sort of special treatment, because there could be -- The other end of the range, we might start 

seeing a contraction.  We might get to a point where, yes, where a species has completely shifted 

its distribution to the Mid-Atlantic and New England, and then are we still going to manage it? 

 

MR. PUGLIESE:  I think this is directly connected to some of the discussion we were going to 

follow up on, is, in order to advance the whole movement on ecosystem-based fishery 

management, some of the key things that have to be done, and they are started, but they need to 

advance probably more readily, are the climate vulnerability analysis that needs to be conducted, 

and I think a lot of those will begin to provide the foundation on where we are going to see key 

species that are going to have implications relative to climate, and some of it has started, and so I 

think it can dovetail nicely. 
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Truthfully, this is one of the timing things, and I think the timing of this getting delayed a little bit 

is probably going to be a benefit, because hopefully the vulnerability analysis will be done and 

some of the different things, such as the ecosystem report, and a lot of them have aspects that I 

think are going to provide components that will show us some information on what we’re seeing 

existing in catch and what we’re seeing in terms of the fishery-independent surveys and how some 

of those species are shifting already, and there’s some of that work being done on building heat 

maps of changes over time, and so I think there’s a lot to inform, and so we can have a preliminary 

view of what people think, and then, as this gets developed, those are going to be some things that 

I think are going to be, one, critical points from which you can find which key species are really 

going to be affected, but then also provide the foundation of how the Science Center is really going 

to contribute and expand and how that gets connected. 

 

The other aspect is some of the ecosystem modeling efforts that are going to also connect on where 

some of those interactions may occur, and so I think there’s a lot that is going to happen on the 

science side that, as long as we keep on track, and, as I said, this is connected to the move toward 

ecosystem, and that commitment really needs to be done for the Southeast, so that those can be 

provided and the council can advance with this. 

 

MS. MCCAWLEY:  I would like to see that expanded analysis that you just mentioned, Gregg, 

and so, just timing-wise, because I don’t know if I fully understand that, and so this would come 

back to our March council meeting, when hopefully we would have that kind of panel discussion 

again, and we would look at that new data, and does that mean that it wouldn’t come to the CCC 

for an additional discussion before the councils can meet again?  I am just trying to understand 

what the next steps are in the timing. 

 

MR. WAUGH:  The plan would be for the three councils to have some informal discussions at the 

February CCC meeting, and it may be helpful for us to bring that catch information to you sooner.  

It’s up to you all, because I think it would be helpful -- This effort was initiated a couple of years 

ago, and we’ve got a significantly different council now, and so it may be helpful if, in December, 

we could have a little more discussion about this and get our thoughts together more on how we 

want to proceed. 

 

MS. MCCAWLEY:  Yes, I would appreciate that, so that we can kind of figure out more of what 

we want to do before we have to meet with that group again. 

 

MR. WOODWARD:  In regard to this, I guess, developing or expanding mackerel fishery up in 

New England, the decision was made to expand dolphin wahoo through the entire Atlantic coast, 

and I assume that was based on the fact that there were catches up there and given the life history 

of those species and their mobility as migratory species.  Is there a downside to not expanding the 

CMP throughout the entire Atlantic coast?  These don’t seem to be sort of sporadic things.  It looks 

like it’s probably going to happen on a recurring basis, and so, if we don’t do it, what is the 

downside of making that extension? 

 

MR. WAUGH:  We would need to figure out then what do we do with those catches?  Do they 

count towards our ACLs, and do they go into our stock assessments and we just leave it up to the 

states to develop some regulations there?  That, to me, is the downside.  Just, if I could, just 

following-up on Erik’s point, at that NRCC meeting, there was a commitment for the Northeast to 

work with the Southeast, and they are supposed to have some discussions both at the science level 
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and the management level to talk about this as well, and I don’t know that those have occurred yet.  

Probably not, but that is something that is supposed to happen as well.  Did that answer your 

question, Spud? 

 

MR. WOODWARD:  Yes, I think so, and I think dealing with these migratory species is going to 

be completely different than these demersal.  I mean, the whole demersal thing is going to be a 

lava lamp of unpredictable change.  I mean, just because the sea temperature has become favorable 

for them, and it may not be physical habitat that is suitable, plus what’s vacating the space for them 

to get there.  I mean, everything is sort of occupied right now, and so what’s leaving in order to 

make any space for them to get there, or what are they going to have to compete with, and it’s 

going to be a really complicated thing, and we won’t know it until we really see it, and how long 

will that happen before you really see it and it manifests? 

 

MR. HAYMANS:  That’s why this issue is in the Ecosystem-Based Management Committee, 

because we deal with complicated things. 

 

MR. BELL:  They’re all complicated.  When looking at landings data, and this is sort of stating 

the obvious, but, as you look at it, fisheries can kind of change over time, in terms of how they 

prosecuted and where and gear.  I just want to make sure that we’re not picking up a false signal 

in terms of we’re now seeing a particular species a little farther north, and it’s because they haven’t 

fished with that particular gear in that particular area or something, but I’m sure we can tease that 

out.   

 

If they’ve got long-term -- Some type of bottom-gear data that goes back and the species is not 

there, not there, not there, not there, and nothing has changed, and, bam, it’s all of a sudden there, 

well, okay, now you’ve got an indication that maybe something is moving, but, if people are just 

now fishing in a particular way now that they didn’t before, because sometimes -- Particularly with 

the recreational community, they kind of look at how things are done someplace else and they try 

things differently, or they move into a different area, but we just want to make sure that we don’t 

kind of get a false reading just because of something we have changed. 

 

MR. PUGLIESE:  Yes, and I think what you raise is the fact that we really need to look at the 

whole complex issue here, because there is opportunity to understand, over time, and this is where 

we really have to begin to pull the information on that changes where we can document changes 

in the bottom temperatures or changes in circulation patterns and even things such as -- This is 

something that we really need to get further on, is understanding connected species, prey 

distribution pattern changes, and, I mean, there are some things that are foundational that will 

affect what’s going on, and so I think those, in combination, is what drove the New England areas 

to really go further, because they stacked all those together and were able to really document how 

cod was essentially going right outside of the region, because the prey was moving, and the bottom 

temperatures validated it, and the species was gone, and so we need to begin to at least set in 

motion the science that’s going to support this and where we can look at the signatures that 

document it. 

 

MR. HAYMANS:  Blueline tilefish is the one that just keeps popping into mind, for me, in that 

there were no landings in Virginia for years, and then, all of a sudden, it exploded, but we don’t 

have any science to tell us why those fish all of a sudden showed up up there.  Were they always 

there and they just were found, or did they move there over the course of a few years?  If that’s the 
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example, the most recent example, how are we going to collect information to tell us why some of 

these other fish are moving that way? 

 

MR. WAUGH:  As a part of that discussion between the Northeast and the Southeast, they are 

supposed to talk about looking at existing data collection efforts and how you then pick up -- Make 

sure that you have the ability to pick up new species as they start to show up, and I would hope 

that would also translate into some of the survey work that’s done, so that it’s broadened from sort 

of your managed species to look at all the species. 

 

MR. PUGLIESE:  Yes, and, related specific to that, I know we’ve already had discussions at the 

fishery-dependent survey level with the crosswalk between SEAMAP and the NEMAP programs 

in the Northeast, to ensure that we have the ability to document the species within the Southeast 

and then as they occur in those systems to the north, so there is continuity, and so there has been a 

collaboration directly with trying to liaison between the NEMAP and SEAMAP programs, to 

advance that, and Marcel has been working directly -- That is hopefully going to continue and be 

expanded to make sure that some of the things that we can do, because they are advancing in those 

areas on some capabilities further.  In the Southeast, we’re moving further to look at some of the 

environmental-species-related ones, and hopefully, between those two, we can really look at what 

needs to be done to adequately survey and document environmental information, et cetera, for the 

entire Atlantic. 

 

DR. WILLIAMS:  Just to add on to that, there are active conversations going on with the Northeast 

trying to spin up some joint survey efforts.  One of the ones we’ve been focusing on over the last 

year, and just running into funding issues, I think, is a coast-wide deepwater survey that we would 

share with the Northeast and implement the same survey up and down the whole coast. 

 

MR. WAUGH:  Coming back to dolphin wahoo a second, something that Spud said reminded me 

that, when we -- It may be helpful, at the December meeting, where we’re going to schedule a 

Dolphin Wahoo Committee, it might be helpful to just have a brief history of management review, 

because that originally started as a five-council effort, and it eventually evolved to the east coast, 

because that was the area that we could get that everybody was interested in implementing some 

management measures in that area, and so it had more to do with what Bill Cole would call bio-

politics than fish moving, and so I think it might be helpful, and we can give a short presentation 

on the history of that, so people understand. 

 

MR. BELL:  Something to keep in mind, and I think maybe Erik touched on this, is, as you move 

forward with this, and you need to feed data in there, and you need to have data, and so, right now, 

MARMAP is definitely good with demersal stuff, and not so much pelagic at all, and so we would 

have to build -- Then the funding, of course, would have to come to support that, and we seem to 

have issues, at times, just funding what we’ve got, and that’s just reality. 

 

MR. PUGLIESE:  To that specifically, I mean, I always keep on pointing back to one of the things 

that we connected directly into our longer-term ecosystem planning, was the five-year SEAMAP 

plan.  While it’s called SEAMAP, what it does is do a good job of identifying what we really need 

to do across the entire fishery-independent survey, and it includes things such as the longer-term 

ones, such as creation of a pelagic survey, and it does actually put some resources and identify 

some, and so I think the longer-term -- As we look at some of those, implementing those, hopefully 

we can have some buy-in that some of those different directives really advance further and build 



Habitat Protection and Ecosystem-Based Management Committee 

  October 2, 2018     

  Charleston, SC 

10 
 

on what we’ve already done, and so it makes a nice connection between MARMAP and SEAMAP 

and SEFIS and what we need to do if there is new surveys that come online, too. 

 

MR. HAYMANS:  Okay, and so we’re going to see this again in December, with several new 

pieces of information? 

 

MR. WAUGH:  Right.  We will update the landings, and my understanding is we will focus on 

coastal migratory pelagics, update those landings, and then look in snapper grouper and see which 

species are showing up in those areas and bring those to you in December and have some additional 

discussion. 

 

MR. CONKLIN:  When they bring the landings data back for the snapper grouper stuff, can we 

make sure it’s differentiated between commercial and recreational, because I know that, at one 

time, when some of the -- When like blueline was going to close that several of the high-line 

longliners shot out and were unloading on up the road.  They would fish out of Carolina and unload 

up in the Mid or on up the road, and they may be caught here, and I would just like to know. 

 

MR. HAYMANS:  Anybody else?  Okay.  That’s Item 1.  Thank you.  Roger, are you going to 

give us an update on habitat and ecosystem tools and model development? 

 

MR. PUGLIESE:  Yes, and just, with regard to the tool side, I had provided broader Dashboard 

connections and all the details on that for information, and I wasn’t going to get into a very detailed 

presentation this time.  I just wanted to highlight a couple of points of that and then also connect 

into a developing comment letter that’s going to be occurring in collaboration with NOAA 

Fisheries on EBFM comments for the region. 

 

Just a couple of quick points.  The Ecopath modeling effort is continuing on.  It’s advancing to a 

coordination with the upcoming SSC meeting, and there will be a brief presentation during that by 

Tom Okey.  We’re working closely with Howard Townsend and with NOAA Fisheries and looking 

at where we go with regard to the rest of the modeling workgroup.  The idea is advance this to the 

SSC, with the intent -- There is going to be a proposal that they create a workgroup, so that there 

can be a focused effort of SSC members and in collaboration with either some or the entire original 

modeling workgroup to advance not only a review of what’s going on with the Ecopath/Ecosim 

models, but they are maybe even looking at some of the other efforts, such as production modeling, 

that has been going on initially at the NOAA Fisheries Southeast Fisheries Science Center. 

 

The intent is to advance this and begin to look at where it is and how it advances, but also then 

ultimately how tools are developed for the SSC to be able to actually use this for analysis or for 

understanding what is going on in individual populations or multiple populations, and so that is 

going to be happening in the near future, hopefully, and I will get this to you in the discussion on 

the EBFM discussion. 

 

Some other aspects of coordination is one of our partners under the National Fish Habitat Plan, the 

Southeast Research Partnership, SARP, is advancing and doing a proposal to do an analysis of fish 

habitats over time, an update, and that’s something that we’re going to hopefully coordinate with 

them on, to look at how that relates to our EFH, distributions of EFH as well as connection to 

individual species.  We’re going to have Jessica Graham attend our Habitat Advisory Panel and 
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get into some of those discussions and opportunities for coordination with other programs, such as 

the SEAMAP/MARMAP/SEFIS information, to support those types of efforts. 

 

On the Ocean Observing side, the SECOORA group is still advancing refinement and development 

of new technologies, and hopefully this is going to, again, be coordination, and we’ve talked about 

it multiple times, of bringing some of the new technologies to our fishery-independent surveys, 

such as the ability to use and deploy AUVs as part of the ongoing process of doing surveys as well 

as doing things such as mapping, while they’re going out and taking some of the technology, new 

technologies, from Teledyne or some of the different AUVs that are available, and so those 

discussions are ongoing and hopefully will be continuing to advance.   

 

Also, an opportunity to even more closely connect the oceanographic survey information and data 

with the fisheries information is something that we’re going to be continually discussing, and 

hopefully that will advance some of the discussions we had this morning too and more clearly 

connect those, but those are just some of the key highlights that I wanted to at least touch on for 

the coordination. 

 

The other aspect that was on the agenda is that, in order to advance the EBFM in the entire country, 

there had been a directive to all the regions to create implementation plans for the regions, and we 

work closely with the Southeast Regional Office, and they developed a draft for the South Atlantic 

region.  Comments were actually -- With the shifting of the timing of the council meeting, and we 

were going to have a more extensive discussion, but the comments were due this last Sunday, but 

we have made a request to Sam Rauch for an extension, and we are going to -- We are already 

drafting some comments specific to it, and what I did want to touch on is we included the draft in 

the document, and what I was going to highlight is what it’s done is it has aligned the specific 

directives with the principles that were identified in the roadmap that we had seen a while back 

from NOAA Fisheries, and it’s connected with the roadmap for EBFM as well as climate, and a 

lot of the drivers are the same. 

 

Picking up where I left off before on some directives, I think the biggest things that are coming 

out of that implementation plan were documenting that, in our region, some of the biggest things 

that they are tasked to do on the short-term milestones and directives are creation of the climate 

vulnerability analysis, which we really -- After the discussion this morning, I think that’s 

something that, again, needs to be ramped up and advanced more effectively. 

 

I think what that does is it very specifically addresses many of the individual points that were 

identified in our two-year roadmap as well as some of the ones in the implementation plan will be, 

as you go through that process, identified.  In addition, things such as supporting -- The other 

aspect of it was supporting the ecosystem status report.  Again, if that’s done right and we work 

with our partners, work with the states and others, a lot of the detail that will support how we 

advance our implementation plan efforts and the bigger picture will also back-fill all of that, and 

just making sure the crosswalk -- I think that’s something we’re going to have to work with the 

regional staff just to make sure that we document those and that as those different efforts go on 

that they take advantage of. 

 

In addition to that, there is specifically -- I think it’s going to be important that NOAA Fisheries 

and the Southeast Center again identify a representative, and there would be support from the 

region to identify a Science Center representative on the Habitat Advisory Panel.  Originally, we 
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had one, and it got pulled back, for various reasons, and I think it’s really important.  Right now, 

we have the Habitat Conservation is actually the Vice Chairman of our Habitat Advisory Panel.  

It’s critical timing, and Cindy Cooksey has done an excellent job of kind of bringing where a lot 

of those other directives that NOAA is doing to the table and keeping on that, but I think having 

the Center more directed, especially after some of the discussions we had earlier, is going to be 

really critical, and so that’s something I think that, ultimately, we need to get that, and that would 

just be a standing position for the Southeast Center on the group. 

 

The other aspect is that, in discussions previously on advancement of the climate vulnerability 

analysis, it was identified that we can build from the core managed species groups that we had that 

supported our Fishery Ecosystem Plan, and we had the compendium of knowledge of snapper 

grouper in the Southeast when we did that.  I think building from that and tapping those individuals 

will be critical to advance that. 

 

The other aspect that was offered by the Habitat Advisory, specifically the state representatives, 

and those would be individuals that can identify the other species experts, and so to work closely 

with the state representatives on the Habitat Advisory Panel will ensure that those other species 

experts are involved in that climate vulnerability work, and so I think those are some very 

straightforward recommendations, and I think that can happen, and, ultimately, in the way the plan 

is identified, it’s to support the council’s implementation plan, and so it goes back to that point 

about a lot of those very detailed points.  I think, if these are done right, they’re going to be 

addressed as these different components are advanced. 

 

One of the other last ones was building a community vulnerability, and the only way they can do 

the community vulnerability is when we get the species vulnerabilities added in, effectively, and 

so I think there’s a lot of those that are connected, and we will re-emphasize those as we provide 

that comment back to that, and so I think that’s -- We’re working closely, and there is the 

opportunity, but there just has to be the commitment. 

 

The other aspect I think that has been a little bit of frustration from our region is the fact that they 

need to have those specific directives at the Region, at the Center, integrated into their tasks, 

because a lot of what I’m getting as they were developing production modeling or initiating some 

of these different things were those were on top of with no specific directive, and I think those 

directives have to be part of their standing orders, to make this happen, because all connected. 

 

If we do not get some of those done and we do not collaborate, and it’s all connected, and we won’t 

get to where we need to in overall discussions on EBFM and the Roadmap and the Implementation 

Plan and the discussions we’re having on collaboration with the New England and Mid-Atlantic 

Regions.  Those are kind of just the highlights on both coordination as well as how we’re going to 

highlight and continue to coordinate on the South Atlantic Implementation Plan, and that’s it. 

 

MR. HAYMANS:  Thank you, Roger.  Are there any questions?  Okay.  I don’t see an email on 

any of my three email accounts from Wilson, and if he’s not online. 

 

MR. PUGLIESE:  Wilson is actually online, but I haven’t heard any -- He was online.  Wilson, if 

you’re there, did you have anything to add to the -- 

 

MR. HAYMANS:  I just wanted to make sure that he did have an opportunity. 
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MR. PUGLIESE:  Yes, and he’s been listening this morning, and we’ll work closely with him on 

any of these discussions, and that was kind of a given. 

 

MR. HAYMANS:  Okay.  If there’s no questions, we are pretty much finished before we got 

started.  That concludes the business of this committee, and I yield back two-and-one-half hours.   

 

(Whereupon, the meeting adjourned on October 2, 2018.) 
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