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SPILL RESPONSE COUNTERMEASURES WORKGROUP
Lancaster, Pennsylvania
Wednesday, September 14, 2011
1300 - 1450
CHAIRPERSON:  Kevin Boyd, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
HANDOUTS:

· PRESENTATION: Deepwater Horizon Aerial Dispersant Operations – Charlie Huber, Charles A Huber, Inc.
· PRESENTATION: MSRC Aerial Dispersant Program Update – Tim Spoerl, MSRC
MEETING NOTES

Mr. Boyd welcomed everyone today. Today we have two presentations related to spill response countermeasures issues and concerns. Please welcome our guest speakers.
This RRT will continue to update our dispersants pre-authorization documents, but we are holding the comments previously submitted because we are still waiting on National Response Team (NRT) guidance.  We are going to hold off on updating the existing guidance until we have all of the components in hand. 
Finally, the membership has asked to review the sample and toxicity data from Deepwater Horizon (DWH) MC252 response; Kevin Boyd will pull that information together for our January 2012 RRT meeting.
PRESENTATION: Deepwater Horizon MC252 Aerial Dispersant Response RRT III – Charlie Huber, DWH Houma aerial dispersant offshore operations group supervisor and consultant
For additional information or if you have any other questions on this topic, please contact Charles A. Huber (HuberCharlesA@hotmail.com; 757-253-9875).

Mr. Huber provided the membership with an overview of the aerial dispersant offshore operations from the Deepwater Horizon MC252 response. He summarized the aerial dispersant group’s accomplishments for the 90 days they operated and the details of the established dispersant program. The lessons learned from the response were reviewed submitted to the Unified Command and were submitted to this membership for consideration. 
1. Aerial and boat spray systems were effective in applying and dispersing oil and should be the preferred response tool for offshore spills.

2. Dispersant approval process must be expedited and streamlined, while maintaining meaningful and reasonable governmental oversight. 
· When pre-authorized, FOSC approval to apply effective dispersants should be sufficient to maximize protection of the shoreline and marine wildlife by dispersing surface oil slicks offshore, before they can come ashore.
· Review and revise dispersant approval and pre-approval processes and operational criteria and procedures based on DWH lessons learned. 
· Review situations where dispersant application is appropriate and preferred to other response options to protect vital and sensitive environmental areas 
· Affirm in Regional Contingency Plans that dispersants are a viable and valuable oil spill response tool.
3. Maximize the removal of surface oil for protection of sensitive shorelines and offshore wildlife – improve the response strategy for simultaneously using dispersants, skimming, and burning to optimize oil removal.

4. SMART procedures, data deliverables, and method of delivery should be reviewed and revised to reflect the actual operational and coordination requirements encountered during the DWH release. 
5. Recognize resource constraints and plan for realistic monitoring activities for response operations.
6. Embed a Science Team in the Aerial Dispersants Operation group to address the need for information, science, etc. during the response 
7. Immediately and continuously inform the General public, regulatory agencies, and elected officials at the Federal, State and local levels  as well as impacted groups on:
· when dispersants are used, 
· why dispersants are being used, 
· how dispersants will be applied, 
· the benefits of using dispersants, and 
· the safety of the products being applied. 
8. Experienced observers in reconnaissance aircraft provided the best results as to where the dispersible oil was located – remote sensing equipment was not effective for dispersant operations.
9. Recognize that dispersants can be misunderstood and misjudged by those not familiar with them. Realistic expectations about dispersants must be cultivated using knowledge-based outreach and risk communication methods.
This information needs to be considered by this RRT when revising and updating your dispersant pre-approval and guidance for the region. 
PRESENTATION: MSRC Aerial Dispersant Program Update – Tim Spoerl, MSRC
This presentation is provided in its entirety on the RRT Region III website at: http://www.rrt3.nrt.org. For additional information or if you have any other questions on this topic, please contact Tim Spoerl (spoerl@msrc.org ; 757-619-1293).

Mr. Spoerl provided the membership with an overview of the MSRC dispersant program as it was applied during the Deepwater Horizon response from April 22, 2010 to September 9, 2010. He summarized how the dispersants worked in the environment, and the advantages and disadvantages from using dispersants. During the DWH incident, the response community was dealing with a continuous release event, so we had fresh, dispersible product available in the environment over the 90 days that the well remained uncapped so the window of opportunity for dispersant use was extended until nearly a week after the well was capped. 
Mr. Spoerl discussed the new Capability Limit on Dispersants (CAPS) requirements (33 CFR parts 154 and 155) by the USCG and how MSRC has changed their operational procedures to meet these new requirements. The CAPS requirement is based on the pre-authorization approval areas around the U.S. Should we make changes in our dispersant pre-authorization, it will likely also affect the CAPS requirements.

NEXT MEETING

The next RRT meeting will held be in Williamsburg, Virginia from January 10 - 12, 2012. Check for updates at the RRT Region III website at: http://www.rrt3.nrt.org/. 
The Meeting Adjourned at 1450.
