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Pacific States/British Columbia Oil Spill Task Force 
Winter Coordinating Committee Meeting 

Summary Notes 
January 20, 2009 

 
 
Attending: Curtis Martin, Hawaii Department of Health; Graham Knox, British Columbia Ministry of Environment; 
Mike Zollitsch, Oregon Department of Environmental Quality; Bob Mattson, Alaska Department of Environmental 
Conservation; Jon Neel, Washington Department of Ecology; Steve Sawyer, California Office of Spill Prevention 
and Response; and Jean Cameron, Pacific States/British Columbia Oil Spill Task Force. 
 
JURISDICTIONAL UPDATES 
Hawaii Office of Hazards Evaluation and Emergency Response; Curtis Martin reporting: 

 Curtis Martin reported that Hawaii had experienced a number of small spills associated with heavy weather 
conditions, such as a sailboat grounding  and one of the Marines’ amphibious assault vessels,  which sank with 
minor releases. A boat had also sunk at Hickham AFB, and there had been a pipeline release at Chevron’s refinery.  

 He also noted that the designation of national monument areas in the Hawaiian Island s had increased federal 
agency engagement in that area. 

 Curtis explained that Hawaii’s Legislature had convened and was dealing with significant financial problems. 
Tourism, the primary economic driver, is down due to the recession. The State’s Environmental Response 
Revolving Fund may be reduced; it’s currently at $1 million, based on a 5-cent/bbl fee on incoming crude oil. 

 
The Office of Spill Prevention and Response (OSPR), California Department of Fish and Game; Steve Sawyer reporting: 

 Steve reported that between 09/01/2008 and 12/31/2008 there were 256 petroleum spills in the State of 
California which were over the Task Force’s threshold of 42 gallons.  Twelve of these were to marine waters, 
31 to fresh water, and 213 were spills to land.   

 One of the most significant had been from Platform A in the Santa Barbara Channel, approximately 5.5 miles 
west of the California coast and Santa Barbara County on December 7, 2008. The responsible party is DCOR, 
LLC, as the contingency plan-holder for the Platform.  The Platform was shut down and the source isolated.  
The company's initial estimate was 30 gallons released, but the estimated volume recovered was 1,428 
gallons. At approximately 0720hrs a worker on Platform A discovered a finger sized hole in a “can” (oil storage 
around a pump on the Platform). The Platform personnel transferred oil out of the can to get the level below 
the hole. Clean Seas, an oil spill response company, was contacted and initially responded with five boats; six 
additional boats from the Fishermen's Offshore Response Team and 2,500 feet of boom were also deployed. 
A 1.5 mile long sheen was observed by overflight, stretching from Platform A to Platform Habitat.  Ocean 
Imaging Systems was contracted to map the slick and determine the oil slick thickness, and to determine 
whether the oil was fresh (i.e., from Platform A or a seep).  

 Greka had a release of oil from its Bell lease near Orcutt, California on December 29, 2008.  While attempting 
to isolate the leak, a Greka employee closed the wrong valve, which caused a pressure relief valve to open 
and release oil into a nearby stream.  Additionally, oil was released from a wellhead on the same lease.  
Quantification of the amount of oil released and determination of the impacts caused by the releases of oil 
are continuing.  Note: this is the eighth significant release from Greka in a year. 

 On December 5th, OSPR filed a regulatory notice detailing their intent to modify contingency plan regulations 
to shorten response times in high volume ports (San Francisco Bay and LA/LB).  The regulatory change would 
shorten response times from 6 hrs to 4 hrs and further shorten response times within ½ mile of designated Oil 
Pollution Risk Areas (OPRAS) to 2 hrs for containment. (Steve explained that an OPRA is an area with a high 
probability of being oiled, not limited to environmentally sensitive areas. One OSRO in California is objecting 
to the increased costs of meeting these standards. 
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 In addition to the above change, OSPR is creating a work group to look at Best Achievable Technology (BAT).  
One of the issues post-Cosco Busan was whether OSPR is doing enough to ensure BAT.  Some of the issues 
they will be looking at are radar-satellite imaging, PORTS, SLAR (side locating airborne radar), applied 
response technologies and mechanical response.   

 OSPR was contacted by Assemblyman Sam Blakesley regarding the USS Montebello, a 440 ft tanker that was 
sunk in 1941 by a Japanese submarine.  There have been concerns that the vessel is starting to deteriorate 
and that the 75,000 bbls of crude oil on board could be released. OSPR will be exploring available technology 
in hopes of determining the structural integrity of the vessel.  The vessel is 900 ft down.  The vessel is also 6 
miles offshore, which creates some interesting jurisdictional issues.  

 OSPR has not received any funding for their new inland spills program, although the Oiled Wildlife Care 
Program did receive funding to improve their search and collection capability, including hiring a program 
supervisor.  

 Steve also reported that Steve Edinger was appointed Administrator on November 10th by Governor 
Schwarzenegger.  His appointment is subject to senate confirmation.  Two other executive positions remain 
vacant at OSPR. 

 He also reported that the Governor had issued an executive order that will cut the vast majority of state 
employees’ pay by 10%.  In order to do this, state employees will be furloughed 2 days each month.  Most 
state offices, including OSPR, will be closed the 1st and 3rd Friday of each month, effective in February. 

 
Oregon Department of Environmental Quality (ODEQ); Mike Zollitsch reporting 

 Mike reported that Oregon is considering cutting salaries by one day per fiscal quarter in the next budget. 

 He also reported that the Northwest Area Committee/ RRT has established a Task Force to coordinate no-
notice drills between state and federal agencies. Oregon and Washington agencies are also coordinating drills 
for plan holders operating in both states.  

 Mike also noted that the agency’s own business continuity plan may be revised to  just focus on two Incident 
Management Teams (IMT).  Emergency Response IMTs would remain primarily staffed by regional personnel.   

 DEQ has issued a RFP for one statewide emergency response contractor, which would also be available to 
other state agencies. There has not been sufficient demand for multiple regional contractors, he explained.  

 He also reported that a number of fact-sheets have been posted on ODEQ’s website; here is the list of the 
Emergency Response program’s links: 

 Drug Lab Cleanup  
 Spill Management Program  
 DEQ's Role in Major Disasters  
 Emergency Response Program  
 Illegal Drug Labs  
 Marine Oil Spill Prevention  
 Oregon Ballast Water Management  
 What To Expect When You've Had A Spill  

 Mike has been developing  guidance for the State OSCs. They’ve also been packaging the state’s GIS data to 
provide more accessible resource  information during emergency response. 

 ODEQ and the Washington Department of Ecology are working on developing an MOA. This was initially 
focused on spill prevention, but is expanding to include preparedness and response.  The Justice Department 
has some concerns about the proposed language.  

 Mike reported that ODEQ ihas developed  protocols regarding direct notification to federally-recognized 
tribes, which would be an alternative to working through federal agencies in order to notify tribes of spills 
impacting their areas of interest. 

 He further reported that there will be a NPREP drill in May involving NUSTAR’s storage facility on the 
Willamette River.  

 Mike concluded by reporting that the Spills Program’s 2008 Annual Report provided information on how their 
funding was spent (http://www.deq.state.or.us/lq/pubs/docs/cu/OilSpillPlanningAnnualReport.pdf ). The staff 

http://www.deq.state.or.us/lq/pubs/factsheets/cu/DrugLabCleanup.pdf
http://www.deq.state.or.us/lq/pubs/factsheets/cu/SpillManagement.pdf
http://www.deq.state.or.us/lq/pubs/factsheets/cu/DEQsRoleinMajorDisaster.pdf
http://www.deq.state.or.us/lq/pubs/factsheets/cu/EmergenyResponseProgram.pdf
http://www.deq.state.or.us/lq/pubs/factsheets/cu/IllegalDrugLabs.pdf
http://www.deq.state.or.us/lq/pubs/factsheets/cu/MarineOilSpillPrevention.pdf
http://www.deq.state.or.us/lq/pubs/factsheets/cu/OregonBallastWaterManagement.pdf
http://www.deq.state.or.us/lq/pubs/factsheets/cu/WhatToExpectSpill.pdf
http://www.deq.state.or.us/lq/pubs/docs/cu/OilSpillPlanningAnnualReport.pdf
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met with industry representatives after releasing the report and developed a workplan for 2009, including the 
number of contingency plans to be reviewed. He noted that industry wants ODEQ to participate in their drills 
and exercises.  

 
British Columbia Ministry of Environment (MOE); Graham Knox reporting 

 Graham reported that there have been no major spills in the Province during the last quarter.  There had been 
one chemical spill of sodium hydrosulphide onto snow and subsequently a ditch and a small lake along a 
mining road. There was also a red diesel spill at a Canadian RR yard in the Vancouver area that made its way 
into the Fraser River.  

 There had also been a small spill from a fuel storage tank used by a fishing camp on the central coast of British 
Columbia. In addition, a barge containing aviation fuel for the helicopters that serve coastal fishing camps had 
broken from its moorings and had been drifting among coastal islands. It ran onto rocks, but fortunately the 
tanks which were punctured were empty, so no spill occurred. The Ministry is following up with Transport 
Canada regarding this incident.  

 Graham explained that the Ministry’s efforts to engage First Nations in British Columbia have been moving 
forward well, since they’ve had an intern assigned specifically to this project. Burrard Clean Operations has 
been working with MOE on this; together they’re working to improve notification of First Nations and 
engagement in marine spill preparedness, prevention, response and recovery activities.  Training and 
exercising opportunities were also discussed and opportunities identified for continued collaboration. 

 He had met with representatives from other Western Canada environmental agencies to share information 
and discuss opportunities for Mutual Aid, joint training, and information sharing. He noted that the other 
provinces seem to be getting more interested and engaged in spill response issues. 

 Graham also reported that MOE and the Canadian Coast Guard have a working group focused on improving 
their coordination during spill response, including public messages and education. They anticipate an 
opportunity to test this at the CANUSDIX exercise in late September in Prince Rupert.  

 Since there is no government – certified response organization required to cover the inland area of British 
Columbia, MOE has been exploring ways to address this issue. Burrard Clean Operations (BCO) has hired a 
spills manager for terrestrial spills and located some response equipment in inland areas. MOE would also like 
to work with Transport Canada and others agencies on a marine spill risk assessment for the entire BC coast 
which would inform all agencies as to whether or not the current RO capacity and location is appropriate for 
the risks or needs adjustment.  The current RO standards are based on a designated port system (Vancouver 
being the only one) and may not adequately address the response needs in provincial areas beyond the Port 
of Vancouver.  

 With regard to the Northern Gateway project, the Province is endeavoring to provide input on the risks and 
ability to address potential spills this project poses both to the terrestrial and marine environment.. The 
Northern Gateway Project is a proposal by Enbridge to build two pipelines in a common corridor from 
Edmonton to Kitimat. The west-bound pipeline would carry crude oil from the oil sands areas to Kitimat to be 
loaded onto tankers bound for the Pacific Rim. The east-bound pipeline would carry condensate delivered by 
tanker to Kitimat and used in the oil sands operations. The Kitimat Marine Terminal would have two ship 
berths and storage tanks for both crude oil and condensate. For more information, go to: 
http://www.northerngateway.ca/project-info/northern-gateway-at-a-glance . 

 Graham also noted that MOE is working with the Canadian Wildlife Service, the Department of Fisheries and 
Oceans’ Marine Mammals group, industry and the wildlife response community   the oiled wildlife policies of 
the 3 lead agencies, provide clear and consistent expectations for industry, and work towards the 
establishment of an appropriate oiled wildlife capacity and capability in BC. 

 
Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation (ADEC); Bob Mattson reporting 

 Bob reported that a corroded pipeline ruptured on Christmas Day at ConocoPhillips' Kuparuk oil field in 
Alaska, causing one of the largest spills of oil-laced water on the North Slope. The 94,920-gallon spill from a 

http://www.northerngateway.ca/project-info/northern-gateway-at-a-glance
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corroded water-injection pipeline had little effect on production from North America's second-biggest field 
and was mostly cleaned up by the following week. It was lightly misted produced water; it was only on the 
surface, and it did not penetrate the snow cover. Cleanup was largely accomplished by removing 
contaminated snow and ConocoPhillips took the leaky pipeline out of service to replace it. 

 He also explained that the 24,400-gallon spill at BP's Milne Point oil field January 12th did not contaminate the 
tundra, although it's possible that some saline water may have escaped on the snow.  Milne Point is a 
medium-sized North Slope field located northwest of the Prudhoe Bay field. A preliminary investigation 
showed that the spill -- up to 90 percent oil and the remainder saline water -- resulted from a tank overflow at 
a gravel pad. It was the sixth largest crude oil spill on the North Slope.  

 Bob further noted that the North Slope producers have shut down their own refinery rather than invest in 
needed improvements, so fuel for the Slope’s operations is coming in by pipeline and rail from Kenai and 
Anchorage then up the haul road by tanker truck from Fairbanks. This is increasing the risk of transportation 
spills, since the haul road is in rough condition and many of the trucks involved are run by owner/operators.  

 He also updated the Coordinating Committee on the status of salvage of the M/V Monarch, a supply vessel 
that sank next to Chevron’s Granite Point Platform in Cook Inlet. The vessel was carrying 35,000 to 38,000 
gallons of diesel fuel, plus unknown volumes of hydraulic and lubes oils; there were also several totes and 
drums of chemicals on the manifest. He explained that the strong Cook Inlet currents may be moving the 
vessel around, and it could represent a risk to pipelines on the bottom. Apparently those same strong currents 
make it impossible to keep those pipelines buried.  

 Regarding the Aleutian Islands Risk Assessment (AIRA), Bob explained that the Management Team received 
three proposals in response to a Request for Proposals (RFP) for a facilitator for the AIRA Advisory Panel.  The 
AIRA Management team, with representatives from the ADEC, NFWF, and U.S. Coast Guard, will meet in 
Anchorage on January 27th to interview the candidate consultants.   

 The Advisory Panel Facilitator that is selected will work in collaboration with the AIRA Management Team to 
assemble the AIRA Advisory Panel and ensure adequate representation from the full range of stakeholders. 
The Advisory Panel will represent a structured stakeholder/participatory approach intended to build trust, 
clarify the values and goals that will inform the assessment, incorporate local information and knowledge that 
could otherwise be easily missed, and potentially provide a path to organizational learning and policy change 
that might not otherwise be available. The Advisory Panel will consist of stakeholders and experts who can 
offer local knowledge and expertise on all issues pertinent to the assessment, such as local infrastructure, 
relevant industries, waterways and their navigation, weather, and habitats. The Advisory Panel will include 
representatives from the following groups: 

o Municipalities;  
o Environmental organizations/interests;  
o Subsistence users;  
o Landowners and managers (e.g., Maritime National Wildlife Refuge);  
o Different sectors of the fishing industry;  
o Industry representatives (including salvors, pilots, mariners, and port authorities);  
o Government agencies offering special expertise (e.g., the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 

Administration [NOAA]); and 
o Others with expertise in local weather, habitats, waterways, infrastructure, etc.  

 Once the AIRA Advisory Panel is established, the Facilitator will assume organizational, communication and 
administrative responsibilities for the Panel. Specifically, the Facilitator will oversee the activities of the 
Advisory Panel, provide input from the Panel to the Management Team and work with the Management 
Team to ensure that an appropriate amount of funds are allocated to Panel meetings and administrative 
expenses. The Project website is : http://www.dec.state.ak.us/spar/perp/ai_risk/ai_risk.htm 

 Bob noted that USCG Admiral Brooks, Commander for District 17, had indicated that the Aleutian Risk 
Assessment was the District’s top priority. They’re also considering risk assessments for the Arctic and for 
Cook Inlet.  

http://www.dec.state.ak.us/spar/perp/ai_risk/ai_risk.htm
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 Regarding the Alaska Risk Assessment of Oil and Gas Infrastructure, Bob explained that this project will 
analyze the likelihood and consequences of potential failures in Alaska's oil and gas infrastructure. This risk 
assessment will identify and prioritize potential failures that could impact the reliability of the system - or its 
ability to sustain production without unplanned interruptions - as well as impacts to the environment and 
public safety. The risk assessment will conclude with a list of recommended mitigation measures based on the 
risks identified. In June 2008, the Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation contracted with a team 
of Emerald and ABS Consulting to design and implement the project. The project is expected to be conducted 
in three phases and completed by June 1, 2010. The Interim Report Revisions have been completed, and the 
final Interim Report will be submitted the week of January 19th. Progress is continuing on the Methodology 
Design report.  It is still on track for delivery by February 6, 2009. The Emerald/ABS Proposed Risk Assessment 
Design is due March 6, 2009. For additional information: http://www.dec.state.ak.us/SPAR/ipp/ara/index.htm 

 The contractor is continuing to track down data sources per ABS methodology needs and in support of the 
nodal breakdown; this is expected to be ongoing for the foreseeable future.  The next step is working more 
intensively with State agencies to acquire information that industry has not been willing to provide so far. Bob 
reported that the contractors have expressed concern about their ability to complete the Final Report without 
more cooperation from industry.  They said they originally assumed that more information would be coming 
directly from industry and were not sure they could gather the information from other sources within their 
original budget.  The issue here is concerns confidentiality of proprietary information. 

 Bob reported that the next meeting of the Alaska Regional Response Team (ARRT) is scheduled for February 
18th in Juneau.  Change 3 of the Unified Plan is the single priority for Alaska.  While the agenda is not finalized, 
many of the topics will be focused on the offshore leases on the northwest coast.   

 Regarding Alaska’s Emergency Towing System, Bob explained that in mid-January, 2009, DEC staff traveled to 
Kodiak and met with USCG Air Station Kodiak personnel and completed the outfitting of the emergency 
towing system (ETS) staged at Hangar Two.  The 10-inch ETS can now be airlifted by Coast Guard C-130 
aircraft to anywhere in the State, and may be airlifted to a distressed ship via helicopter.  The ETS is also 
designed to be deployed to a disabled ship by resident or transient tugboats, or vessels-of-opportunity. The 
system consists of a high-strength floating towline capable of towing a distressed vessel, a messenger line to 
assist in deploying the towline, a towing shackle, a strobe light buoy, and chafing gear.  Within the last 
decade, several distressed or stricken vessel incidents occurred in Alaska and have impacted coastal 
communities, with severe environmental and economic consequences.  Examples include the M/V Kuroshima 
and the M/V Selendang Ayu.  Other near-miss incidents have also occurred where a large vessel lost 
propulsion or steerage capacity and went adrift for some time before regaining control.  Many foreign vessels 
transiting US waters do not carry appropriate or reliable towing systems. DEC’s Prevention and Emergency 
Response Program (PERP) will have an updated draft of Revision 2 to the Aleutian ETS manual on the PERP 
web page in about two weeks.  Areas of substantial improvements in the manual include a section on tandem 
towing, a helicopter capability planning matrix for Coast Guard and Air National Guard helicopters, and an ETS 
mobilization checklist for helicopter and towing vessel response. The project website is: 
http://www.dec.state.ak.us/spar/perp/aiets/home.htm 

 Regarding Geographic Response Strategy (GRS) and Potential Places of Refuge (PPOR) Projects, Bob reported 
that additional projects are underway to develop the PPOR project for Southeastern Alaska.  PPOR have been 
completed for Kodiak, Cook Inlet, and the Aleutians.  The Aleutians GRS project has been completed. 
Additional GRS are being considered for Prince William Sound, and this initiative will be funded by the Prince 
William Sound Regional Citizens Advisory Council.  DEC is funding a project to update existing GRS, based on 
changes in tactics (from actual field deployments) and general information.  A similar project is also underway 
for updating existing PPOR documents. The project Websites are: 

o GRS: http://www.dec.state.ak.us/spar/perp/grs/home.htm 
o PPOR: http://www.dec.state.ak.us/spar/perp/ppor/home.htm 

 Bob further noted that Larry Iwamoto, former Planning Section Manager for PERP, has been hired as the new 
Section Manger for the Preparedness Section of PERP, which combines the previous Planning and 
Preparedness sections into one section. 

http://www.dec.state.ak.us/SPAR/ipp/ara/index.htm
http://www.dec.state.ak.us/spar/perp/aiets/home.htm
http://www.dec.state.ak.us/spar/perp/grs/home.htm
http://www.dec.state.ak.us/spar/perp/ppor/home.htm
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 Visit the PERP Website for a quick overview of recent, significant spills and other spill prevention and response 
initiatives:  http://www.dec.state.ak.us/spar/perp/index.htm. 

 Please visit the IPP Website for additional information on contingency plans, new regulations, the North Slope 
Charter Agreement and other regulated industry preparedness initiatives:  
http://www.dec.state.ak.us/spar/ipp/index.htm. 

 
Washington Department of Ecology (DOE); Jon Neel reporting 

 Jon explained that the State of Washington is facing a $5 billion budget shortfall for the coming biennium.   
The Spills Program is funded by a 5 cent/barrel fee on oil imported into the state  that is deposited into the Oil 
Spill Prevention Account (which only taxes petroleum product brought into the state on vessels, not other 
transportation modes, and which also provides credit for petroleum product shipped back out of the state.  . 
The program’s Prevention and Preparedness sections are facing a 60% cut.  However, if the Governor’s budget is 
adopted it would reduce the “cut” to 15 to 20%.  The program is hoping to have that proposed cut further 
reduced by the legislature.  It is no likely that a fee bill will be proposed in the current legislative session.   

 If these potential cuts are “taken” by the legislature, the agency would do less prevention and preparedness 
work, including fewer vessel boardings and oil spill drills, and will review fewer prevention and contingency 
plans. In addition, the Department of Fish and Wildlife’s Oil Spill Team will participate in fewer drills and do 
less preparedness planning. Jon noted that Governor Gregoire is opposed to new fees and taxes, so an 
increase in the per-barrel fee or establishing a new fee seems unlikely at this time. 

 Jon also reported that the Governor’s budget includes a proposal to eliminate the Oil Spill Advisory Council 
(OSAC) and transfers its advisory functions to the Puget Sound Partnership, although the funding wouldnot be 
transferred with the responsibilities. 

 The state currently provides year-round funding for a standby rescue tug in Neah Bay through Fiscal Year 2010 
(ending on June 30, 2010.). Although federal legislation proposed by Senator Cantwell may establish a 
permanent, industry-funded, similar legislation is being proposed by the state legislature to maintain the Neah 
Bay tug.  The bill as being currently drafted would add firefighting and spill response capabilities to the tug’s 
emergency towing duties. He noted that, while under current arrangements, the Neah Bay tug cannot be cited in 
vessel contingency plans; this would change once the tug is provided by industry  
.  It’s possible that an industry funded tug would be used to meet the recent U.S. Coast Guard Final Rule on 
Salvage and Firefighting regulations.  

 Jon noted a couple of legislative proposals which may not get funding in the current climate of fiscal crises, 
including: 

o HB 1039 and SB 5010: these bills would provide life-safety emergency response capability to all areas 
of the state. Currently much of the state has no capability for a life safety first response to Chemical, 
Biological, Radiation, and Nuclear Emergency (CBRNE) and hazmat incidents.  Because of this 
identified gap in public safety protection, the Washington State Homeland Security Strategic Plan 
identified filling this void through “Objective 5.8.1 – Establish and sustain regional CBRNE/HAZMAT 
response capability statewide.”  Ecology, on behalf of the state Emergency Management Council and 
its subcommittees, has played an important role over the past several years to develop a sustainable 
CBRNE program. This bill is the result of two legislative-directed studies managed by Ecology (a gap 
analysis and an implementation feasibility analysis), as well as four years of coordinated work with 
stakeholders. 

o SB 5058 would provide $750,000 to Ecology and the Department of Natural Resources for a Derelict 
Vessel Pilot Disposal Amnesty Program.  

 Regarding rulemaking, Jon noted that Ecology is currently seeking public comment on a draft rule that would 
update the mathematical formulas for calculating the dollar value of oil spill-related damages to state natural 
resources.  Since 1992, the Oil Spill NRDA Compensation Table range has been $1 to $50 per gallon of oil 
spilled. However, the 2007 Legislature raised the upper per gallon limit to $100. Jon explained that the Table 
can be applied to any spill of 25 gallons or more; there is no upper limit, although it is generally applied where 

http://www.dec.state.ak.us/spar/perp/index.htm
http://www.dec.state.ak.us/spar/ipp/index.htm
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damages are less complex and a full NRDA analysis is not required. The monies received are deposited into 
the State’s Coastal Protection Fund, which is administered by Ecology in cooperation with trustee agencies to 
fund natural resource restoration projects. Because of the difficulty of restoring damages from specific spill 
incidents, often it is not possible to earmark the funding for the specific area of impacted by the spill event.  

 Regarding recent incidents, Jon reported that a barge being towed by a tugboat had grounded or allided near 
a navigation lock in the Columbia River near the Bonneville Dam on 1/7/09.  The Tidewater tug, Hurricane, 
was transporting three barges; one struck the river floor about 200 feet from the Bonneville Dam lock. The 
tugboat hauling the three barges continued on to the dam, where the crew examined the barge, according to 
a U.S. Coast Guard bulletin.  Ecology, the Army Corps of Engineers, and others responded to ensure that fuel 
did not leave the lock chamber. 

 Jon also noted extensive flooding in January in the Chehalis River and in other areas of the state.  The flooding 
resulted in a number of above-ground storage tanks and barrels of oil and hazardous materials which needed 
to be retrieved.  The severe weather hitting Washington also caused seven significant anchor-dragging 
incidents in Elliot Bay, plus one at Commencement Bay since the first of year.  

 Other recent incidents included a biodiesel tanker grounding in Grays Harbor, with a pilot on board. No spill 
occurred. Another near-miss occurred near Jones Island in Rosario Strait when a towed laden tank barge was 
allowed to “crab” near the island; fortunately, there was not a grounding or spill.  

 Jon noted the recent Northwest Oil Spill Awareness Course took place on January 7, 2009. He also reported 
that he and Chip Boothe have organized a panel session for February 11th at the Puget Sound Georgia Basin 
Ecosystem Conference titled “Oil Spill Risk Management: Strategies for the Future.” Chip Booth will chair the 
session. For more information, go to www.psgbconference.org. 

 Ecology’s Prevention Section has five inspectors to enforce the oil transfer rule; they’ve monitored approximately 
10% of the 16,000 transfers that occur annually. They’ve found that 80% are boomed and the rest meet 
requirements for alternative measures.  

 
Florida Department of Environmental Protection; Phil Wieczynski reporting 

 Phil joined the Coordinating Committee by speaker phone to provide an update on his activities. He reported 
on a recent CSX train incident near Pensacola where six locomotives and fourteen rail cars, including two tank 
cars had derailed. Fortunately the tank car with the more dangerous material, methyl chloride, stayed intact. 
The other tank car released twenty thousand gallons of motor oil along the tracks and nearby wooded area. 
Cleanup overall went well. The derailment occurred in a remote area, he explained, with no impacts to water 
or traffic, so there was little media attention.  

 Phil explained that there are 29 people in his program, 24 of whom are in the field. They recently held their 
all-staff meetings in Tallahassee; besides discussion of topics of interest, these included the 8-hour Hazwoper 
refresher courses and field exercises while wearing Level B personal protective equipment. MSRC’s dispersant 
manager also provided a briefing, noting an upcoming exercise in Mississippi. Phil agreed with Curtis that 
MSRC has access to Clean Caribbean’s dispersant stockpile. 

 Phil also reported that his program is facing potential budget reductions in the coming fiscal year. They’re 
funded from two trust funds, which are supported by an overall 82 cent per barrel fee on petroleum products 
produced in Florida or imported into the state. Of this amount, 80 cents goes to the Inland Protection Trust 
Fund that also supports petroleum cleanups around the state, managed by the DEP Regulatory Program, and 
2 cents goes to the Coastal Protection Trust Fund. The potential reduction is not so much based on declining 
revenues into these trust funds, as on an overall reduction in general tax revenues that has spilled over to 
other trust funds. Travel, particularly out-of-state travel, is receiving much more scrutiny at higher levels in 
the agency, even affecting travel to RRT meetings. 

 Phil also reported that Florida has settled outstanding NRDA claims with the National Pollution Fund Center, 
receiving just under $700,000 that went towards the completion of six excellent restoration projects. Two 
other sets of NRDA restoration projects are still active, one a joint Florida/NOAA claim for a mystery spill and 
the other a responsible party settlement with Florida, NOAA and the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service. 

http://www.psgbconference.org/
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STATUS OF SPILL PREVENTION PROJECTS  
Database Project  

  The Coordinating Committee reviewed data and graphs for the first half of 2008 (January 1 – June 30) which 
had been compiled by the Database Workgroup under Camille Stevens’ leadership. Jean asked Bob to thank 
Camille for her good work. 

 During the first half of 2008 there were 751 releases with a total volume of 1,043,410 gallons; 84% of this was 
non-crude petroleum products. Eight of these releases were larger than 10,000 gallons each. 

 Diesel and oily water mixtures accounted for 82% of the non-crude volume spilled, with diesel being the most 
frequent (310 spills).  

 Facilities (30%) and pipelines (50%) were the primary sources of non-crude spills. Regarding causes, 54% of 
the non-crude volume was attributed to Human Error and 31% to Equipment failure. “Other” was listed as the 
main cause for “human error” (65%); this is a larger number than we like to see in a non-attributed field, but 
the Coordinating Committee members noted that their responders/inspectors often don’t have the necessary 
information to determine contributing causes.  

 Crude oil comprised 56% of the total volume for this time period; the largest crude spill was in California 
(463,848 gallons).   

 Overall, the total crude spilled by volume was already 55,145 gallons more than in all of 2007. The primary 
cause of crude spills was equipment failure, and the contributing factor was structural failure.  

 Regarding our biennial DNV investigator training, Ecology had planned to sponsor it this year, but they’ve 
determined that they will probably not have adequate funding to send staff to this important training this 
year. Steve anticipates seven persons from OSPR could be trained, but no other agencies currently have 
training needs. Since the course rate is more affordable if divided among 20-30 participants, it was decided 
that we will postpone this until 2010.  

 
2008 West Coast Offshore Vessel Traffic Risk Management (WCOVTRM) Recommendations 

 The Coordinating Committee reviewed the WCOVTRM tasks outlined under our 2008-2009 Work Plan.  

 Some of the steps involve outreach to Harbor Safety Committees, so points of contact for this were provided 
for Washington, Oregon, and California.  

 Other steps will involve coordination with the U.S. Coast Guard (USCG), and will be discussed during the 
Coordinating Committee’s meeting with them 1/21/2009 (Available on our website).   

 It was noted that the USCG’s Salvage and Firefighting final regulations have been published.  

 Regarding an update to the west coast tug inventory, Jean hopes to discuss this with AWO at a meeting on 
Feb. 17, 2009.  

 
Pipeline Regulations Table  

 No action has been taken on this task. 
 
Best Industry Practices  

 Jean reminded the Coordinating Committee that the Best Industry Practices project had been in the mode of 
educational outreach to industry since these recommendations for voluntary practices were finalized in 2003. 
The towing industry for the U.S. west coast states has been the target for the past few years, as she has 
sought a forum for outreach to them. Now the USCG/AWO Regional Quality Steering Committee is scheduled 
to meet on February 19th in Seattle, and she has asked that this topic be on the agenda.  

 Jon recommended that Chip Booth assist in the presentation to AWO if available to do so, since Ecology’s 
Prevention Section has been involved with this project since Stan Norman co-chaired it in 2003.   
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POSPET  

 Jean provided the Coordinating Committee with a POSPET membership list so they could see the range of 
persons and organizations participating in the program. This is available at: 
http://www.oilspilltaskforce.org/pospet.htm.  

 Since POSPET’s October 2008 meeting, she has compiled meeting notes and posted them on the Spills Aren’t 
Slick page of our website. She also conducted a survey of POSPET members to determine how many Spills 
Aren’t Slick materials (decals, signs, and brochures) are needed for the 2009 season.  They requested 3,000 of 
the Oregon/Washington/California decals, 400 Washington/Canada signs, 200 Oregon/California signs, 3,000 
Washington/Canada brochures, and 4,000 Oregon/California brochures (NOTE: these differ due to the need to 
print a different federal reporting number for Canada and for the U.S.).  

 Robert Hughes at OSPR is waiting for a quote from the California state printing office in order to determine 
whether OSPR can do the printing. OSPR has printed Spills Aren’t Slick materials in the past, as have Ecology 
and the Task Force. Mary Ellen Voss at Ecology has been the primary point person for distribution of the 
materials. 

 Jean reported that Mary Ellen Voss has also developed a tag to hang on fuel pump nozzles with the Spills 
Aren’t Slick message; this was suggested by Eric Olsson and discussed at the last POSPET meeting.  POSPET 
members requested 1,100 of these. We have a price quote, but are not moving forward with production until 
we see where we stand with printing of the decals, signs, and brochures. 

 
Monitor the Double Hull status of tank vessels  

 The Coordinating Committee discussed this project as outlined in the annual work plan. Jean explained that 
Captain Laura Stratton of Ecology, who has been tracking the double-hull status of the TAPS tankers had 
recommended that her report would become obsolete once the remaining single hull tankers in the TAPS 
trade are retired from service in the next few years. 

 CAPT Stratton recommended that we track the double hull status of all tank vessels calling on West Coast 
ports, including foreign flag tankers.  According to her, the easiest way to track the hull configuration of 
foreign flag tankers calling at United States ports is to check their dates of build.  If built in 1996 or later, it is 
safe to assume they are double hulled, under a MARPOL requirement, which is international.  

 The Coordinating Committee agreed to discuss this with the USCG the following day, as well as with AWO and 
their Canadian counterparts.  

 
Spill Prevention Topics of Concern (only those topics with updates are noted below) 

 Cruise ship operations with regard to spills and other water pollution impacts 
o EPA’s Cruise Ship Discharge Assessment Report was emailed to the Coordinating Committee on 1/1/09. 
o Bob Mattson reported that ADEC’s cruise ship program will produce a report this year. 
o The Coordinating Committee also discussed EPA’s NPDES program for waste water discharges from large 

vessels, including bilge water, ballast water, and grey water. EPA is not delegating this program to states as they 
do other aspects of their Water Quality Act authorities. The Coordinating Committee agreed to add this to the 
Topics of Concern list. 

 Oil Spill Prevention R&D 
o Graham noted Canada’s National Aerial Surveillance program, run by Environment Canada. If a possible slick is 

spotted by RADARSAT, Transport Canada’s Dash 8 is equipped to do a flyover in order to confirm whether it is 
an oil spill and develop data on it, using SLAR and other technologies. It was not clear how this might be 
coordinated on the U.S./Canadian border.  

 Offshore Lightering 
o The Coordinating Committee agreed to delete this item from the list, insofar as it only affects California and no 

incidents have occurred there.  

 Oil spill risks from sunken vessels  
o Graham reported that the tank truck and a cube van containing lube oils which sank along with a number of 

other pieces of logging equipment in Robson Bight last year will be removed in April, with the Ministry and the 
Canadian Coast Guard splitting the costs 50/50.  

http://www.oilspilltaskforce.org/pospet.htm
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o Jean reminded the Coordinating Committee of her API SAG report which included information on wreck removal 
initiatives at the U.S. federal level. 

 Vessel and Facility Oil Transfer regulations (see Washington report, page 7 above) 

 Truck and Railroad Spills 
o Graham reported that the Ministry, Transport Canada, and Environment Canada have established a working 

group with the rail industry which focuses on improving response and planning annual exercises.  

 Salvage capabilities and regulations  
o Jean reviewed the U.S. Coast Guard’s Final Rule on Salvage and Firefighting, which was published 12/31/2008, 

noting that few of the recommendations which the Task Force had submitted in our 2002 comments had been 
adopted. These included recommendations that Group V oils be covered by the regulations, and that the final 
rule encourage conformity with the Lloyd’s Open Forum and SCOPIC. Most importantly, the Task Force had 
submitted data developed for the West Coast Offshore Vessel Traffic Risk Management project which showed 
that the generic response time standards in the Interim rule would not be sufficient for all local situations, 
especially near-shore areas.  It was noted, however, that these regulations are planning, not performance 
standards. 

o The USCG regulations are available at: http://edocket.access.gpo.gov/2008/E8-30604.htm 
o Steve noted that the OSPR salvage regulations provide for more stringent response time standards than the 

federal regulations.  

 Federal preemption issues  
o Jon had pointed out that the Federalism statement in the Salvage regulations stated that the USCG had 

“…consulted with state agencies such as the California Office of Spill Prevention and Response to ensure these 
regulations will not interfere with or preempt state regulations on the same subject. While several state 
agencies submitted comments on the NPRM, we have not consulted with these States since the publication of 
the NPRM. After reviewing these comments, we have determined that these regulations will not interfere with 
or preempt existing state regulations on the same subject.”  

 Vessel traffic trends and risk assessments or studies  
o See the Alaska report on pages 4-5 above. Bob Mattson also noted that the primary spill risks in the Arctic are 

from offshore leases and increased vessel traffic. Alaska Chadux covers some of the area, but has no permanent 
caches of equipment or personnel assigned to Arctic areas.  

 

STATUS OF SPILL PREPAREDNESS/RESPONSE PROJECTS  
Discussion of staff exchange concept and protocols with Michael Baccigalopi, Oil Spill Prevention and Response 
Area Manager, Texas General Land Office (TGLO) 

 Michael explained that many of TGLO’s experienced response staff would be retiring soon, so he’s looking for 
ways to give his new staff spill response experience. It would be useful for them to observe a spill response to 
see how things are done. He would also be interested in sending staff to training events sponsored by Task 
Force member agencies.  

 TGLO does have a state Strike Team with staff assigned to each ICS position, he reported.  

 In discussions with the Coordinating Committee, it was noted that either the RP or the Oil Spill Liability Trust 
Fund would have to cover the costs of “outside” staff participating in a spill response, so it would need to be 
approved by Unified Command.  

 The Coordinating Committee members noted that, if response staff were sent as observers the costs would 
have to be paid by their home agency. The state agency dealing with the spill would have to determine that 
the “observers” could be accommodated. The “observer agency” would need to ensure that their workman’s 
compensation and liability insurance would cover any staff sent to observe.  

 Steve Sawyer noted that California OSPR had not requested mutual aid during the Cosco Busan, although one 
person from the Washington Department of Ecology had participated as an observer; Ecology covered his 
travel costs.  

 Jean reminded the Task Force member agencies to evaluate insurance coverage, payment protocols, and 
passport “readiness” pursuant to their obligations under the 1993 Mutual Aid Agreement. 

 Everyone agreed that a “responding agency” requesting mutual aid must be specific regarding exactly what 
they need when requesting aid. Michael encouraged them to include TGLO in any such request.  

http://edocket.access.gpo.gov/2008/E8-30604.htm
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Limits of Liability for Facilities 

 Jean reported that no action had been taken on this Task; she will need to research possible regulatory 
changes since she last contacted the federal agencies.  

 
U.S. /CN Transboundary Spill Issues   

  Jean provided a list of all the subcommittee chairs, topics, topic leads, and workgroups. She noted that about 
22 people were serving on the workgroup as well as on the subcommittees, with another 30 experts recruited 
for the subcommittees, approximately 22 persons recruited to provide review and comment on the report 
drafts, and five federal agency representatives serving as observers/advisors. 

 Regarding “milestones” today, Jean reported that:  
o Each working Subcommittee convened by conference call in October and made assignments for each 

topic, including a topic lead and others to assist with research and drafting the topic reports.  
o She also reported that the first drafts of the topic reports had been sent to her in early December; she 

compiled them and they were then reviewed by the Subcommittee members in a second round of 
conference calls. The final “first drafts” are due to her February 20th, as outlined in the following 
project timeline: 

 
 Step Due Date 

Subcommittee conference calls to discuss 1st drafts Mid-December 

2nd drafts are due to Jean February 20 

Jean compiles into first draft of the full report  and sends to the Project Workgroup, 
Subcommittees, and invited Reviewers 

March 6 

Deadline for email comments   April 10 

Jean forwards the comments to the subcommittees, who convene to discuss them on 
conference calls 

the week of April 27 – May 1 
 

Their revised drafts are due to Jean July 3rd 

Jean revises the full report and sends it to Project Workgroup  July 17 

Deadline for comments on the 2nd draft August 7th  

Project Workgroup meets in Alaska to discuss report & recommendations August 18-19 

 

 Jean noted that both Bob and Graham are serving as Subcommittee chairs, and with them, noted some key 
issues that had been identified in the first draft of the topic reports. These included: 

o An emphasis on federally- recognized tribes and 1st nations with regard to stakeholder involvement; 
o Differing responder immunity standards; 
o There are two response structures and two command posts, with the RP likely to be in charge in 

Canada. Graham noted that the Province could be at the RP’s command post in a unified command 
status, with the Canadian Coast Guard simply observing; and  

o The usual remote location issues, especially in the CANUSDIX area. 

 Regarding the process so far, she noted: 
o Due to a lackluster response to her invitations to industry  associations to join the project workgorup, 

she is recruiting individuals from industry instead; 
o She is actively recruiting First Nations and tribes to review/comment on the report drafts;  
o The USCG and the CCG have continued to avoid direct involvement; she has offered them specific 

opportunities to comment on drafts, and will continue to do so. 
o Even though she’s provided guidelines on formatting the topic reports, there continue to be 

differences, so she anticipates doing a lot of editing as she assembles the first draft of the full report.  
 
Incident Command System issues   

 Jean reported that no issues had come up, but Larry Iwamoto, the Project Lead, recommended a conference 
call for the workgroup in late March to review a variety of ICS issues, including those listed in the workplan. 
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 Steve reported that the San Francisco Area Plan is being amended to allow local government OSCs into 
Unified Command, subject to FOSC approval. 

 
Update IVRP and other Comparative Tables  

 No action has been taken on this task. 
 
OILS 911  

 Jean provided the Coordinating Committee with a report indicating that, from July 1 through December 31, 
2008, a total of 231 calls were made on the system. 79 were in British Columbia, 9 in Washington, 6 in 
Oregon, and 137 in California.  

 
Topics of Concern (only those topics with updates are noted below) 

 Applied response technologies and regulations  (ISB & Dispersants) 
o Bob Mattson explained that the Alaska office of DOI sent out a letter to ARRT members on September 26, 2008 

announcing a unilateral retraction of DOI’s long-standing pre-authorization of dispersants in Zone 1 areas within 
Prince William Sound and Cook Inlet.  DOI has long been a firm advocate for stakeholder consultation and 
consensus seeking as part of all other federal and state agency decision-making, so this action, taken without 
warning and without any attempt at consultation or consensus seeking outside of their agency, took ARRT 
members by surprise.  In response, a joint letter signed by Admiral Brooks, Commander, USCG D17, Elin Miller, 
Regional Administrator, USEPA R10, and Larry Hartig, Commissioner, ADEC was sent to Hans Neidig, Special 
Assistant to the Secretary for Alaska and Willie Taylor, Director of USDOI’s Office of Environmental Policy and 
Compliance.  The letter expressed the concern of the three agencies that the action was taken without needed 
coordination with the principle response organizations in Alaska, and that it compromises current Alaska spill 
planning and preparedness to levels that precede the 1989 Exxon Valdez oil spill.  Since there is a direct linkage 
between industry incentive to maintain dispersant stockpiles and preauthorized zones, an unintended 
consequence of this action could be a diminished dispersant capacity statewide and an inability to protect and 
mitigate impacts to important resources. Willie Taylor sent a reply which simply stated that he considered the 
action to be a regional one and referred the three agencies back to the original author of the retraction letter.   

 Spill Response research and development, plus BAT and BAP  
o Jean reminded the Coordinating Committee to reference  Judd Muskat’s Clean Gulf Report (11/10) and her API 

report (12/9) which included information on oil in ice research and studies.  

 Natural Resource Damage Assessment (NRDA) initiatives, issues, and activities, including NRDA assessments 
and collections  

o Jean reminded the Coordinating Committee to review her notes from the 11/13 JAT meeting, which she’d sent 
12/9; she specifically noted the JAT’s interest in drilling the coordination of NRDA with response activities.  

 Development of remote sensing capabilities, application of RADARSAT, and implementation of 24-hour 
response operations where it would be safe and effective  

o Steve Sawyer noted that OSPR has been working with Ocean Imaging Systems to field-test a system for mapping 
oil and gauging the thickness of a slick; using GPS, response vessels can be directed to the thicker portions of the 
slick. The system was also used during the Platform A spill in the Santa Barbara Channel to estimate the volume 
of oil on the water, although it’s not clear whether such data will admissible in court.  

o Graham reminded the Coordinating Committee that Transport Canada also has aerial monitoring capability on 
their Dash 8, which can be deployed if RADARSAT reports a likely slick and does routine flights along the west 
coast of Canada to identify polluters and act as deterrence to intentional dumping.   

 Preparedness/Response Lessons Learned 
o Jon Neel reported that Ecology continues to track “lessons learned” for spills which are significant in either 

volume or complexity of issues raised by the particular incident. 

 Track planning for Potential Places of Refuge and applications of POR decision-making guidelines 
o Mike Zollitsch noted that a number of Potential Places of Refuge (PPOR) were identified in Oregon in 

preparation for the May 2008 Smith River NPREP drill. 
o Bob reported that work is underway to develop the PPOR project for Southeastern Alaska; please see page 5 

above. 
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 The Cosco Busan response 
o Jean reminded the Coordinating Committee to review the email from USCG Headquarters which she’d 

forwarded regarding ISPR Best Practices and Actionable Items. 
o They also noted that the NTSB is scheduled to release their Cosco Busan report February 18 in Washington, DC.  

 Wildlife care 
o Steve noted that California consulted OSHA regarding the level of HAZWOPER training needed for the 

oiled wildlife search and collection team members. OSHA determined that these people would need 
24 hour HAZWOPER.  

 
ADMINISTRATIVE & COMMUNICATIONS PROJECTS 
Clean Pacific 2009  

 The Coordinating Committee reviewed the following material: a list of possible 2009 program ideas, the 2009 
schedule, and the 2007 schedule for comparison.  They also reviewed the agenda for the 1/22 meeting of the 
Clean Pacific Program Committee.  

 They discussed the possibility of including federal updates in the opening session on the second morning; they 
were open to the idea as long as it could be done logistically, since the Task Force Members traditionally use 
that time for their updates.  

 Jean reported that USCG VADM David Pekoske, who is the current Commander for Pacific Area, had 
tentatively agreed to be the keynote speaker. He will be USCG Vice-Commandant by September, 2009.  

  Jessica Hamilton, Oregon Governor Kulongoski’s Natural Resources Policy Advisor, will communicate our 
invitation to him to make a welcoming statement on the first day; if he cannot, she will be his alternate. 

 Jean also pointed out that 2009 is the Task Force’s 20th anniversary, and recommended that we use the 
reception on the first night as an opportunity to “celebrate.”  

 
Stakeholder Outreach  

 Jean briefly noted her stakeholder outreach activities over the past quarter, including: 
o The API Spills Advisory Group meeting 11/19; 
o A briefing for the USCG Office of Incident Management and Preparedness on 11/20;  
o  A briefing for VADM Pekoske and other USCG Pacific Area staff on 12/3; Steve Edinger of OSPR joined 

this meeting; and 
o A shared briefing with Jessica Hamilton of Oregon Governor Kulongoski’s office on 12/4, which Mike 

Zollitsch also attended.  Jean briefed Ms. hamilton on the Task Force and she briefed Jean and Mike 
on the West Coast Governors’ Agreement on Ocean Health.  

 
Legacy Awards Program  

 Jean advised the Coordinating Committee that we will post a request for nominations in mid-April; with that 
in mind, we will discuss this further at the April Coordinating Committee meeting.  

  
Partnerships with Federal Officials  

 The Coordinating Committee discussed the agenda for their meeting with U.S. Coast Guard representatives 
from Pacific Area and Districts 11, 13, 14, and 17, scheduled for the following day. They also reviewed the 
USCG/OSTF Memorandum of Understanding signed in May 2008.  

 
Outreach to other Coastal States/Provinces  

 Jean provided the Coordinating Committee with copies of the contact information for the Points of Contact 
developed for coastal U.S. states and a number of Canadian provinces. She noted that Graham has provided 
numerous Provincial contacts in the last few weeks.  

 She explained that she still needed to confirm Points of Contact for Delaware, Maryland, North Carolina, and 
Georgia. 
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April meeting logistics  

 The Coordinating Committee agreed to hold their Spring Quarter meeting on April 7 and 8.  

 Steve indicated that the Town and Country Inn in San Diego was the location OSPR has chosen; he’ll send 
reservation information to the group.  

 
2009-2011 contract 

 Considering problems facing most state and provincial budgets at this point, the Coordinating Committee 
agreed to work with Jon to get interagency contracts in place in support of the 2009-2011 contract for an 
Executive Coordinator.   

 Jon stated that Kitty Hjelm would be the person in charge for this effort at Ecology. Jon will provide her with 
copies of the 2007-2009 contracts.   

 Graham requested that British Columbia’s renewal be expedited.  

 Curtis would like to include additional funding for the 2010 Annual Meeting in Hawaii in his agency’s contract. 

 There was some discussion regarding adding travel funding for Coordinating Committee members, but this 
needs further clarification from within the member agencies.  

 
2009-2012 Strategic Plan Goals & Objectives   

 Jean reminded the Coordinating Committee that, according to the steps in the current Annual Work Plan for 
developing the 2009-2012 Strategic Plan, they completed Step 1 at the Executive Session on September 17, 
when the Task Force Members agreed to maintain the following Long Term Vision and Mission Statement: 

 
LONG TERM VISION STATEMENT: No Spilled Oil 
 
MISSION STATEMENT: The mission of the Oil Spill Task Force is to strengthen State and Provincial abilities 
to prevent, prepare for, and respond to oil spills.  

 

 According to Step 2 of this Annual Work Plan task, the Executive Coordinator and the Coordinating Committee 
are to draft Goals and Objectives for the Task Force Members’ approval”. With that in mind, the Coordinating 
Committee reviewed the current list of “Ongoing Goals.” Keeping in mind the Task Force Members’ discussion in 
September, they developed the following drafts, pending further review (NOTE: Goals #7 was added; the other 
goals were edited for clarity of message):   

 
1. Prevent large oil spills that cause catastrophic impacts as well as chronic small spills that have cumulative 

impacts on the waters of our member jurisdictions.  
 

2. Facilitate communication among member agencies in order to promote policy uniformity and consistency, 
improve prevention, preparedness, and response capabilities, and maximize efficiency of effort by sharing 
ideas and “products”;   

 
3. Clarify the roles and responsibilities of state and provincial agencies with regard to federal agencies, in 

order to reduce regulatory gaps, overlaps, and potential conflicts; 
 
4. Advocate in national and international arenas on issues of common concern, building respect through 

credibility, clarity of purpose, and collaboration; 
 
5. Serve as a catalyst for change by working cooperatively with federal agencies, other states and provinces, 

industry, response contractors, public interest groups, and concerned citizens to create opportunities for 
policy and technology breakthroughs; 
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6. Educate the public on the impacts of oil spills and issues relating to spill prevention, preparedness, 
response, and restoration;  
 

7. Identify emerging trends in oil transportation, production, and storage in order to assist member agencies 
with their strategic planning; and 

 
8. Serve as a model of regional cooperation and coordination.    

 
The Coordinating Committee then reviewed and revised our current Objectives as follows: 
 
1. Spill Prevention Objective: To prevent oil spills from a variety of sources, including vessels, pipelines, 

facilities, vehicles, and railroads. 
 
2. Spill Preparedness and Response Objective: To enhance oil spill preparedness and response capabilities 

throughout our region. 
 
3. Communications Objective: To continuously improve communications within the Task Force as well as with 

key stakeholders and the general public, and to maintain a high level of public and stakeholder involvement in 
Task Force activities. 

 


