
 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1REGION III REGIONAL RESPONSE TEAM

ANNUAL REPORT

January 1, 2005 through December 31, 2005 

1.
MAJOR ACTIVITIES:
a. RRT III Meetings:  January 11-13, 2005, in Hunt Valley, Maryland, May 24-26, 2005, in Rehoboth Beach, Delaware, and September 13-15, 2005, in Scranton, Pennsylvania. 

b. Agenda, minutes etc. are attached.  Enclosures (1), (2), 3, and (4).
c.
Teleconference Calls:  None  
2.
MAJOR INCIDENTS:

a.
EPA Incidents:
(1)
The following EPA Superfund Removal Projects were started:
PROJECT NAME
LOCATION

START DATE

	1.  South Mountain Boulevard TCE Site
	Mountaintop, PA
	01/11/05

	2.  I-81 Tractor Trailer Chemical Spill
	Fort Defiance, VA
	02/20/05

	3.  Cardozo High School Mercury Site
	Washington, DC
	02/24/05

	4.  Boundary Street Mercury Spill
	Williamsburg, VA
	03/08/05

	5.  Mt. Olive Mercury
	Mount Olive, WV
	03/15/05

	6.  Wingfield Pointe Buried Waste
	Chesapeake, VA
	04/06/05

	7.  Hamburg – Woodland Road
	Hamburg, PA
	05/16/05

	8.  Havertown PCP 
	Haverford, PA
	05/26/05

	9.  Farmington Ball Field
	Farmington, WV
	06/13/05

	10. Irondale Lead Site
	Big Stone Gap, VA
	07/14/05

	11. Hazel Court Enterprises Site
	Chesapeake, VA
	08/12/05

	12. Crozet Township Subdivision Site
	Crozet, VA
	08/17/05

	13.North Penn – Area 7
	North Wales, PA
	08/31/05

	14.Montex Textile Site
	Allentown, PA
	09/23/05

	15.Sauer Dump
	Dundalk, MD
	09/27/05

	16.Elkton Farm Firehole
	Elkton, MD
	09/28/05


(2)
Six removals were completed:

PROJECT NAME


LOCATION

DATE CLOSED

	1. Lin Electric Company
	Bluefield, WV
	01/31/05

	2. Vienna Tetrachloroethene
	Vienna, WV
	03/24/05

	3. Boundary Street Mercury 
Spill
	Williamsburg, VA
	05/02/05

	4. Ryeland Road Arsenic Site
	Heidelberg Twp., PA
	05/26/05

	5. Hamburg Lead Site
	Hamburg, PA
	06/30/05

	6. Irondale Lead Site
	Big Stone Gap, VA
	10/31/05


(3)
33 removal assessments were performed:

	District of Columbia - 1
	
	Pennsylvania - 16
	

	Delaware - 0 
	
	Virginia - 8
	  

	Maryland - 3
	
	West Virginia - 5
	


(4)  The number of notifications received into the Emergency Response Notification System for this reporting period is 1611.  The following is a breakdown by state:

	District of Columbia - 33 
	
	Pennsylvania - 698
	

	Delaware - 78
	
	Virginia - 341
	

	Maryland - 223
	
	West Virginia - 231
	


(The difference in total number of records is the omission of "out of region" notifications).

(5)  Hurricane Katrina/Rita Response:  The following is a summary of EPA Region III’s personnel deployed or scheduled for deployment thru the end of April 2006.  The tasks included:  field oversight, IMT support, CICs, financial, operations, safety, logistics, administrative support and various operations. 
Hurricane Katrina/Rita Response Support Summary

(Deployed or Scheduled for Deployment Thru 4/06)

Division

# of People

# of Deployments

Total Days
To Support R4 & R6

Total


   124


          197


 2947

To Support the RRC
Total


       2



  3


     65

To Support FEMA
Total


       3



  3


     75

Grand Totals

   129


            203

             3087
b. Coast Guard Incidents:

Hurricane Katrina/Rita Response:  The following is a summary of Fifth Coast Guard District personnel deployed to the Eighth Coast Guard District as of December 2005.  The tasks included:  JFO support and support to other office locations, aton, logistics, operations, salvage, vessel recovery, vessel removal and marine debris, time/cost documentation unit, marine inspector, resources unit leader, pollution investigator, oil pollution response, administration, and other various operations.  
Hurricane Katrina/Rita Response Support Summary

(Deployed to CG District 8 as of December 2005)

Personnel

# of People
Active Duty

   198
Civilian

       1

Reserves

     51

Total


    250
(1) DuPont Delaware Facility

Above-Ground Storage Tank

(Potential Major)

Christina River

Wilmington, Delaware
MSO/Group Philadelphia
January 15, 2005

On January 15, 2005, MSO/Group Philadelphia was notified by the NRC of a leak from a stress crack in a weld on the lower section of the attached stairway welded onto the outside of an above-ground storage tank holding 170,000 gallons of #6 fuel oil at the DuPont Delaware Facility.  This resulted in a discharge of 6,500 gallons of oil into the tank’s secondary containment, and no oil entered the nearby Christina River or other waterway.  Approximately 45,000 gallons were recovered from both the affected tank and the containment area.  Delaware Department of Natural Resources and Environmental Control (DNREC) personnel were on scene at the DuPont facility.  A report was received from the duty team that secondary containment is holding the product with no problems.  The secondary containment has the capacity of approximately 250,000 gallons.  
(2)
UNIVERSITY OF MARYLAND

(Potential Medium)

University of Maryland Facility near M&T Stadium

Patapso River
Baltimore, Maryland

Activities Baltimore

January 18, 2005

b.
Coast Guard Incidents:  (contd.)


On January 18, 2005, Activities Baltimore received a report from the University of Maryland about a spill of #2 diesel fuel from their facility near the M&T Stadium in Baltimore, Maryland.  The suspected responsible party stated that they discovered on the previous day, due to a malfunction in their emergency generator fuel system, approximately 4,000 gallons of #2 diesel fuel was discharged into the Baltimore city storm drain system.  Activities Baltimore and Maryland Department of the Environment responded.  Pollution investigators found approximately 100 gallons of #2 diesel fuel at an outfall at the northwest corner of the middle branch of the Patapsco River.  Cleanup crews recovered approximately 1,300 gallons and 2,300 gallons remained unrecovered.  The significant amount of time between the discharge and the discovery, and the later discovery of 2,000 dead fish in the vicinity of the outfall, pollution investigators suspect that the entire amount of discharged fuel entered the Patapsco River.  Estimates indicated the number of fish killed may be more than 4,000.
(3)
Tug ROBERT J. BOUCHARD
(Potential Major)

Eight Miles Offshore in Vicinity of Manasquan
Group Atlantic City
MSO/Group Philadelphia

February 27, 2005

On February 27, 2005, Group Atlantic City received a call via Channel 16 from the Tug ROBERT J. BOUCHARD of an explosion and fire onboard the tug with 110,000 gallons of fuel oil, 3,000 gallons of lube oil, and 1,000 gallons of gear oil onboard.  One crew member was burned and in need of medevac.  The tug was transiting with an empty tank barge (B-195) in tow approximately eight miles offshore in the vicinity of Manasquan.  All eight people onboard were evacuated from the tug by NJ State Police including the injured crewman.  A CG helicopter HH6527 delivered the burn victim to St. Barnabus Hospital Burn Center in Livingston, New Jersey.  Bouchard Transportation made arrangements for two tugs to retrieve the tug and barge.  A CG helicopter conducted an overflight for pollution but none was visible.
(4)
Tank Barge VANE BROTHERS 53
(Potential Major)

Upper James River

Richmond, Virginia
MSO Hampton Roads 

May 8, 2005
On May 8, 2005, the Tank Barge VANE BROTHERS 53 carrying 40,000 barrels of diesel, ran hard aground on the Upper James River outside of Richmond, Virginia and began leaking diesel fuel. The barge was being pushed by Tug CHARLES BURTON south on the James River in an area known as Kingsland Reach.  An underway survey of the 300-foot single-skin barge revealed two bottom fractures in the number one and two portside tanks.  The initial response was by Henrico Fire/Rescue.  Overall, it was estimated that approximately 588 barrels of diesel fuel was released.  
b.
Coast Guard Incidents:  (contd.)

Upon notification from the National Response Center, MSO Hampton Roads set up an initial Incident Command Post and Incident Command Structure at Group Hampton Roads.  The initial objectives were:  the safety of personnel responding, to secure the source, contain the discharged product, identify environmentally sensitive areas, and stabilize the barge.  Approximately 9,600 gallons of diesel fuel was recovered and 60 cubic yards of absorbents were used.  The IC decided against using vacuum trucks in the area because it was determined that access would do more damage; so small boats were used for recovery.  The response and recovery operations lasted seven days.
(5)
Constellation Energy
(Medium Inland Discharge)

Northwest Harbor Outfall
Baltimore, Maryland
Sector Baltimore
October 9, 2005
On October 9, 2005, Sector Baltimore received a report from Maryland Department of the Environment reporting #2 fuel oil pooling in trash containment boom at 2901 Boston Street, Baltimore, Maryland.  Baltimore City Fire Department was on scene and placed secondary harbor boom to augment the existing containment.  Approximately 9,000 gallons of #2 fuel oil discharged from a secondary containment at Constellation Energy into a storm drain feeding into a Baltimore Northwest Harbor outfall and caused a sheen.  Baltimore City Public Works drainage system was involved and approximately two miles of the system was affected.  Constellation Energy assumed financial responsibility and Coast Guard continuously monitored the clean-up operations.  
(6)
Tank Barge PINEY POINT
(Actual Medium)

Upper James River

Richmond, Virginia
Sector Hampton Roads
November 28, 2005
On November 28, 2005,the Tank Barge PINEY POINT carrying 30,000 barrels of asphalt ran hard aground in the Upper James River about five miles south of Richmond, Virginia out of the main channel.  The 250-foot barge was being pushed by the Tug BARBARY COAST when the vessel ran aground in the vicinity of Meads Landing State Park.  An underwater survey revealed an approximated 12’ by 6’ wide tear beginning at the forward rake and extending to the number one port cargo tank, and was leaking asphalt.  Lightering operations aboard the tank barge were completed, and all cargo was transferred to the 400 foot Tank Barge PENN NO 400.  
Upon notification from the National Response Center, Sector Hampton Roads set up an initial incident command post and incident command structure at their command center.  The ICP and resources were relocated to the Clarion Hotel in Chester, Virginia closer to the on-scene operations.  The unified command consisted of representation from the responsible party, Coast Guard, and the Virginia DEQ.  
b.
Coast Guard Incidents:  (contd.)

A crane with a clamshell bucket, operating from a spud barge, removed the asphalt from the riverbed and transferred it to dump trucks positioned along the river bank.  Response and recovery operations lasted 13 days.  The volume of the spilled asphalt was estimated at 150 tons, and at the conclusion of operations approximately 140 tons of asphalt had been recovered.
3.
EXERCISES.

a.   EPA:  

DRA Tom Voltaggio was asked by the Secretary of Homeland Security to participate in a national emergency exercise to simulate a terrorist attack on the United States.  This exercise was called TOPOFF 3 and was the third of a series which started in 2000.  This exercise was national in scope and involved many hundreds of personnel and many top officials of the State and Federal governments.

The exercise consisted of two major venues and one of them was Northern New Jersey, where a release of pneumonic plague was simulated.  Tom was asked to be a Deputy Principal Federal Official at that venue and, with Dennis Carney, spent a week in Newark and Jersey City working with top officials of the State of New Jersey and Department of Homeland Security in dealing with this simulated outbreak.

Three Rivers Pollution Response Council (TRPRC) Multi-Functional Exercise, Proctor, WV - EPA Region III, joined the Three River Pollution Response Council (TRPRC) and the Coast Guard Marine Safety Office (MSO) Pittsburgh to sponsor a 3 ½ day (April 25 thru 28) training and exercise event in Proctor, that tested all aspects of the National Incident Management System.  TRPRC is a mutual aid organization whose members are made up of more than 50 major corporations who do business (either chemical or petroleum) along the Ohio, Allegheny and Monongahela Rivers.  The goals for this event were to provide training on the Incident Command System, and then to implement that training with a major response and counter-terrorism exercise in an area of the river basin where communications may not be readily available.  In addition to the members of industry who participated, representatives of the EPA, U.S. Coast Guard MSO Pittsburgh and MSO Huntington, the FBI, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the U.S. Army Civil Support Team (CST), the WVDEP, and local responders also played major roles.  

EPA joined Maryland in an exercise evaluating government preparedness in animal disease outbreaks.  Chronic Wasting Disease Veterinary Exercise - EPA representatives from HSCD and EAID as well as OSWER/OSW have participated in an exercise the week of July 25 which was run by the Maryland Department of Natural Resources to evaluate governmental readiness to handle an animal related disease outbreak of significant size.  This could involve Chronic Wasting Disease (now found in some deer populations) or perhaps other prior related diseases, and the roles and levels of involvement of the various state and Federal agencies to respond.  Under the new National Response Plan issued by DHS, USDA should be the primary Federal agency supporting the state during an animal outbreak.  EPA could be asked to support them in areas where we may have relevant expertise, such as evaluating disposal options or performing environmental sampling.  
a.
EPA Exercises:  (contd.)
While EPA Region III has limited experience dealing with animal outbreaks, several other EPA regional offices have been dealing significantly with this issue, especially with regard to risks associated with the disposal of carcasses and laboratory samples.  Regions 5 & 8 in fact have collaborated on a Regional Applied Research Effort exploring methods to track CWD/prions in municipal waste.  

Drills/Exercises

· Upper Chesapeake Inland subArea -  EPA conducted a joint exercise with Harford County, MD in the spring 2005.

· SWPA/Wheeling subArea -  EPA and the USCG with Three Rivers conducted a exercise that involved many of the agencies and local personnel on the Ohio River; the exercise conditions were similar to the exercise scenario that we conducted at the September 2004 Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania RRT meeting – a sunken barge with heavier-than-water cargo.  They also provided three and a half days of “just-in-time” training for participants by members of the USCG Strike Team.  EPA is also involved on the MTSA security planning for the subArea.  

· NEPA subArea Exercise – EPA in conjunction with PADEP pre-deployed personnel, contractors, and equipment for the Pocono 500 Pennsylvania 500 NASCAR races in June and August 2005.  Air monitoring and the application of ICS were the key objectives achieved.
· N-PREP full-scale exercise in 2006 - During the 4rd quarter of fiscal year 2006, EPA will be hosting an industry-led PREP exercise in Region III.  OSC Deborah Lindsey is meeting with several facilities on their willingness to host the PREP exercise.  The current goal is to conduct the PREP exercise in conjunction with the RRT meeting in September 2006; currently scheduled to be held in Charleston, West Virginia.  

2005 Emergency Preparedness & Prevention and Hazmat Spills Conference -  SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1EPA worked with the Baltimore City Fire Department, local counties and MDE preparing for an exercise that was held at this year’s CEPP Conference in Baltimore December 4-7, 2005.  The exercise was a terrorist event on an actual Navy supply ship (M/V CAPE WRATH) docked in Baltimore Harbor.  The ship was large enough that the exercise took place inside the ship and included several pieces of response equipment.  The exercise not only allowed local counties, state and federal responders to participate, it also allowed observers from the CEPP Conference (estimated 150 observers) to view the exercise from inside the vessel.  The exercise was re-run several times to allow different agencies to practice several different aspects of the response.  
b.
Coast Guard Exercises: 

Virginia Area Maritime Security Executive Committee Notification Drill:  Sector Hampton Roads held a tabletop exercise notification drill on March 1, 2005, to test the notification procedures and phone numbers for the Virginia Area Maritime Security Executive Committee.  

Region III – WMD Terrorism CPX Exercise:  On March 23-24, 2005, Sector Baltimore participated in an oil and hazardous substance response and anti-terrorism TTX exercise in Richmond, Virginia.

b.
Coast Guard Exercises:  (contd.)

Mid-Chesapeake Maritime Emergency Response Group (MCMERG) - Watermark Cruises AMS Response Exercise (FTX):  On March 16, 2005, Sector Baltimore and Station Annapolis participated in a maritime security and mass rescue operations functional exercise in Annapolis, Maryland.
Continuity of Operations Plan (COOP) CPX Exercise:  On May 3, 2005, Sector Hampton Roads conducted a Command Post Exercise of the COOP to include relocating a core portion of the Sector to a pre-identified location while simultaneously responding to the natural disaster causing the unit to COOP.

Severe Weather – Hurricane (Flooding) Tabletop (TTX) Exercise:  On May 12, 2005, Sector Baltimore and MEMA participated in an exercise at the Emergency Operations Center to test the Severe Weather Plan (Annex C-21 of the OPLAN 9751-04).  The focus was to implement the suggested revisions to the OPLAN and focus on area-specific implementation.  

Radiological Incident FTX Exercise – Port of Philadelphia:  On May 12, 2005, Sector Delaware Bay (MSO Philadelphia) conducted a radiological exercise testing the primary contingency plans.  Level I and level II detection protocols were employed to discern the possible radiological source radiating from a shipping container.  

Technology Exercise – Layered Defense Demo II:  On May 12, 2005, Sector Delaware Bay (MSO Philadelphia) participated in a four city technology exercise that was based on four different simulated terrorist attacks.  This was predominantly a technology exercise that focused on interoperability, communications, and sensors.  Each location had a live demo/video that was pumped into Picatinny that acted as the EOC and then all four videos were combined (via split screen) and sent back to each city proving that if unrelated attacks were actually connected, we could take various technology, link it together and get everyone to communicate.  In the command center we had a visual picture of all four locations:  Philadelphia, Florida, New Jersey, and Western Pennsylvania viewed at the same time. 

Exercise Iron Shield, Full-Scale Exercise:  On June 8, 2005, Exercise Iron Shield, a full-scale exercise was conducted by Sector Hampton Roads at the Norfolk International Terminal in Norfolk, Virginia.  The Virginia AMS Plan was implemented in response, and personnel from Federal, state, local, and port agencies and industries participated in this event.  Participating agencies coordinated the field response to the detection of unusual radiation in a container at an exit gate from the terminal, and the subsequent isolation for four suspect containers. 

TSA Port Step Tabletop (TTX) Exercise – Baltimore AMSC:  On August 31, 2005, Sector Baltimore Area Maritime Security Committee conducted a TTX to test the intermodal security at the nation’s ports.  This exercise was conducted at Maritime Institute of Technology and Graduate Studies (MITAGS), Linthicum, Maryland.  
b.
Coast Guard Exercises:  (contd.)

Trumbull Asphalt PREP Tabletop Exercise:  In August 2005, Morehead City and Trumbull Asphalt conducted their PREP exercise.  Participants included CGD5, Sector North Carolina, MSU Wilmington, U.S. Navy, NC State Port Authority, and Carteret County.  The exercise was a one-day tabletop with IMS.  

INVISTA PREP Tabletop Exercise:  In November 2005, MSO Wilmington and the INVISTA Corporation conducted their PREP exercise.  Participants included MSU Wilmington, FBI, SBI, DNER, Brunswick County and New Hanover County with Wilmington area industry FSOs.  The exercise was a two-day tabletop with IMS being the prime contractor.  

M/V CAPE WRATH, Port of Baltimore FTX Exercise:  On December 7, 2005, Sector Baltimore participated in the hazardous substance response exercise, which was a showcase event as part of the 2005 Region III Emergency Preparedness & Prevention and Hazmat Spills Conference, held in Baltimore, Maryland.  In addition to a hazardous substance response exercise, this was a simulated terrorist incident in that the exercise plan also indicated lax facility security procedures, which allowed an explosive device to enter the facility, undetected, inside a 20-foot container from SE Asia.  
COOP FTX Exercise – C2 Relocate Part Deux:  On December 15, 2005, Sector Baltimore and Station Curtis Bay participated in an exercise testing the Continuity of Operations (COOP) Plan.  Evaluated and relocated key personnel to Station Curtis Bay, Maryland and set up a command center.  A marine casualty occurred at the entrance to Baltimore Harbor.  This will test unit ability to function within COOP environment.
4.
STATUS OF THE REGIONAL CONTINGENCY PLAN (RCP).

The Regional Contingency Plan (RCP) will be reviewed and modified to align with the National Response Plan (NRP), and we will conduct necessary training.  The latest version of the RCP is available on compact disc, paper copy, and can be downloaded from the web site.  The current RCP web site address is: http://www.uscg.mil/d5/msafety/rrt/rcp/homepage.html.  Maintenance of the RCP will continue by a smaller team consisting of the EPA’s and Coast Guard’s RRT Coordinators, the NOAA Science Support Coordinator, and the Fifth District DRAT.  

5.
TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PROVIDED OR PLANS REVIEWED.

a. Inland Area Committee:  The Inland Area Committee (IAC) met on January

11, 2005, in Hunt Valley, Maryland, on May 24, 2005, in Rehoboth Beach, Delaware, and on September 13, 2005, in Scranton, Pennsylvania.  The RRT III Relationship with SERC/AC Workgroup did not meet during 2005.  Mr. Steve Jarvela, with EPA, Region III is the Committee and Workgroup Chair, and his work number is (215) 814-3259.

The 2005 Region III Inland Area Committee meetings primarily focused on three subject areas:  updates and discussion on Geospatial Information System (GIS) mapping progress and technology developments, the new National Response Plan (NRP) and the National Incident Management System (NIMS), and on drills and exercises.  
GIS - A technology that is recognized to be extremely dynamic and the Area Committee recognizes the need to encourage GIS Networking.  States need to identify who are the GIS contacts within their state.  We need to know what GIS-based information is already developed and network with regard to collecting this information and mapping it in our Inland Area and sub-area plans.  Examples of ongoing efforts brought to the Area Committee’s attention were:

· Port of Philadelphia – in Region II, Clay Stern of the USFWS developed a GIS response system with it main emphasis focusing on natural resources (T/E). 

· A presentation of current GIS technology by Mr. Huggins is available for viewing on the web at: http://www.uscg.mil/d5/msafety/rrt/index.htm.

· WV GIS Technical Center has made significant strides in the GIS arena.  The West Virginia Statewide Addressing and Mapping Board was introduced in the State ERT Conference.  West Virginia is a rural state, and many addresses are post office boxes – much of the state does not have specific street or road addresses.  For more information on this project, you can go to: www.addressingwv.org.

· Additional GIS-based work includes the WV/Ohio River database for locating NPDES permitted outfalls that was developed to assist in the identification of mystery spills along waterways.  This effort is intended to be able to pinpoint problems, to resolve issues and conduct enforcement actions.  For this project, the team used GPS position to document the outfall locations along the Ohio River from Pittsburgh to Huntington.  They verified existing data on the maps and also identified non-permitted outfalls, surface water drainage, tributary mouths, etc.  This information was recorded and mapped for the Ohio River and was due to the cooperative efforts between the Region III and Region 5 FIELDS GIS teams worked with the State Environmental groups, ORSANCO, and others to conduct this effort.

NRP/NIMS

· Presentation - January 2005 Update on the National Response Plan (NRP) – Steve Jarvela.  Information provided by Steve Jarvela during this discussion is available for viewing on the web at:  http://www.uscg.mil/d5/msafety/rrt/index.htm.  DHS Secretary Ridge held a press conference on the NRP on January 6th and the final NRP was delivered and is available on the DHS website at www.dhs.gov/nrp.  The delivery of the final version started the 120 day clock – all external plans have to be updated to be consistent with the NRP within 120 days.

b.  Coastal Area Committees:  All Coastal Area plans have been modified to align with the National Response Plan (NRP) and the National Incident Management System (NIMS).  Each Sector will conduct training for their Area Committee members on plan modifications.  
6.
TRAINING.  

a. EPA Training:

Northeast Sub-Area Contingency Planning Area:   SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1U.S. EPA OSC and contractor Tetra Tech are currently modifying an existing USEPA Decontamination Training course.  An executive summary of the course was delivered as a draft to the Northeast Pennsylvania Emergency Response Group (NEPAERG) Fire/HAZMAT Committee at the February 23, 2004 meeting.  This pilot course has been modified based on committee comments and the development of the NEPAERG Fire/HAZMAT Committee Mass Decontamination standard operating guidelines.  On February 11, 2005, contractor Tetra Tech met with the course review committee members to continue course planning efforts for content, layout, and delivery.  USEPA OSC and contractor Tetra Tech completed the final draft of the course and presented it to the review committee on April 22, 2005.  Based on the review committee comments, the course requires some minor modifications and the development of a lesson plan.  On May 12, 2005, contractor Tetra Tech met with the review committee members to assist the NEPAERG with the development of the course lesson plan and to address any final course comments and changes.  The course was delivered on June 17 and June 18, 2005 and given as a train-the-trainer course to Pennsylvania State Certified instructors only.

b. Coast Guard Training:

ESF#10 Watchstander Refresher Training:  The refresher ESF#10 Watchstander Workshop was held on June 14-15, 2005, at the FEMA Region 3 Office in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, and we had about 20 participants.  Our trainers were:  Mrs. Catherine Pomerantz, FEMA; Mr. Dave Ormes, USCG Fifth District; Mr. Mike Zickler, EPA; and Mr. Al Thuring, NPFC.  The refresher workshop provided an update on the National Response Plan and an overview of the Emergency Support Function 10 (ESF#10) Oil and Hazardous Materials Annex.  We reviewed how the Regional Response Coordination Center (RRCC or R2C2) is set up, the declaration process, the financial process, the basics for mission assignments, and conducted a hands-on workshop in the R2C2.  The training helped the participants to understand the roles of the involved agencies, how to interact and communicate with these agencies and be better prepared to represent their agencies and ESF#10 in the various command and control cells within the Oil and Hazardous Materials Response Annex of the NRP during a Federal response to a declared disaster or emergency.  

c. RRT III Meeting Training:  

One of the methods identified to help Regional Response Team III achieve its mission is to provide training, information, communication, and coordination mechanisms to the Federal On-Scene Coordinators, Unified Commands, and the Area Committees.  We want to help our RRT members obtain training and experiences that would help them do their jobs better.  A training letter is provided at each RRT meeting for the participants to document their individual efforts to meet the minimum of 8 hours of refresher safety training in accordance with 29 CFR.  We have provided some examples of the training that have been provided to our RRT members in 2005.  

ATHOS 1 Oil Spill Response Management Roundtable Discussion:  The focus of our January 2005 RRT III meeting was on the ATHOS 1 oil spill and response cleanup on the Delaware River.  We wanted to determine the effectiveness of our RRT III support to the FOSC, our communications, and response coordination with the unified command and with Region II.  We wanted to provide specific information to our RRT III members and to discuss our RRT's role and involvement in this incident.  
c.
RRT III Meeting Training:  (contd.)  
On January 11, we had a 4-hour response management roundtable discussion coordinated by Gary Ott, Ed Levine, Dave Ormes, and Kevin Boyd (panel members) regarding the planning, tracking, and recovery of submerged oil, safety issues, and other related topics of the ATHOS 1 incident response cleanup, and the RRT’s role and support.  

On January 12, during our workgroup meetings, we had panel discussion sessions on the selected topics, and on the RRT’s role and support.  In most workgroups, each committee was able to identify several items to be addressed in the future to resolve some of the issues identified as part of the lessons learned for the ATHOS 1 response.  Our workgroup chairs identified some measures to take in order to move forward on some of the identified issues.  
On January 13, during our standing meeting, CDR Roger Laferriere of the Atlantic Strike Team shared a presentation on the ATHOS 1 incident, the problems faced, and issues addressed by the unified command during the incident. 
NRP Implementation and Roll-out Training:  On January 13, 2005, CDR Jeff Gafkjen, USCG, G-MOR, provided an update on the National Response Plan (NRP) and the implementation schedule requiring full implementation by April 14, 2005.  In September 2005, the implementation plan required that all national-level interagency plans complete their updates to align with NIMS and NRP requirements.  DHS is working to get the SOPs for the various positions out for planning purposes so that plans can accurately reflect the new regulations and requirements.  The NRP will be on a four-year cycle for modification and update.  

TOPOFF 3 Discussions:  On May 24, 2005, Mr. Gary Ott provided a brief overview of the National Response Plan and how Federal agencies must support this process.  The role of the state and local government is not clearly defined.  The NRP incorporates a National Incident Management System (NIMS) and in order for the states to access Federal terrorism monies, the states must adopt NIMS as their incident management system.  The membership participated in a discussion on the TOPOFF 3 exercises that recently took place in the Northeast.  Mr Ott provided a review of the scenarios, the pressure points that resulted, and a discussion of the NRP organizational structure. 
Gary proposed a TOPOFF-like exercise at our September RRT III meeting where we can focus on the role of the states in the NRP response process.  

Special Teams Update – Environmental Response Team (ERT) and National Decontamination Team (NDT):  On May 26, 2005, Mr. Dave Wright of EPA ERT summarized the status and future of the EPA ERT, their involvement, and experience within the U.S. and around the world.  The ERT has four offices around the country:  Edison, New Jersey, Las Vegas, Nevada, Washington, D.C., and Cincinnati, Ohio.  They have a warehouse for assets in Erlanger, KY.  They continue to coordinate and conduct training and are now working to develop and participate as part of the National Decontamination Team.
NRP/NIMS Training and Tabletop Exercise:  On September 13, NRP and NIMS training and a tabletop exercise were conducted.  The focus was on the interaction between the states and commonwealths and the Federal response under the NRP.  The overarching goal of this exercise was to have the RRT membership work through specifics of a mass casualty dirty 
c.
RRT III Meeting Training:  (contd.) 

bomb exercise.  The exercise was carried out as if it were part of an actual RRT telephone conference – with each agency represented on the call.  

Mr. Dennis Carney, EPA provided an executive level presentation on the NRP, Appendices, and the ESF Support Annexes.  Mr. Mike Towle, EPA provided an overview of EPA’s current status relative to NIMS.  EPA decided to develop Incident Management Teams in each region and provided position-specific training to selected personnel during 2004.  Mr. Dave Ormes, CGD5 provided the members with an overview of the CG’s overall strategy regarding the incorporation of NIMS into their operational process for compliance with the NRP.  This included a list of CG personnel that are assigned to the various duties associated with this implementation, the training and exercise requirements, and the kind and types of equipment for use.

7.
ORGANIZATIONAL CHANGES.  
All personnel changes will be incorporated in the next revision of Annex II of the RCP.

8.
WORKGROUP ACCOMPLISHMENTS.

a.
Information Management Workgroup:  The Information Management Workgroup met on January 12, 2005, in Hunt Valley, Maryland, on May 25, 2005, in Rehoboth Beach, Delaware, and on September 14, 2005, in Scranton, Pennsylvania.  Mrs. Catherine Pomerantz, FEMA, is the Workgroup Chair, and her work number is (215) 931-5610.  

Information Management Workgroup Meeting on January 12, 2005:  ATHOS 1 Oil Spill Panel Discussion – LT Buddy Dye, a Public Affairs Officer for USCG Atlantic Area/District 5, and Mrs. Kathleen Mulvenna of USACOE, were the panelists; the ATHOS 1 response topics discussed were notification, communications, joint information center/media, photo documentation, the USCG’s public website and ResponseLink, and RRT III’s involvement.  The workgroup members were able to identify several action items to be addressed in the future to resolve some of the issues identified as part of the lessons learned for the ATHOS 1 response.  
Information Management Workgroup Meeting on May 25, 2005:  As a follow-up from the ATHOS 1 debrief at the January 2005 RRT meeting, this workgroup addressed several action items, drafted, and discussed several items.  A list of Public Affairs (PA) resources, by agency, was developed to address the need for accessing PA resources during a major response.  The workgroup compiled a list of photo-documentation standards for the region.  Another follow-up item was to identify the variances between POLREPS reported by USCG and EPA.  The new method for information management and distribution will be electronic mailing for the RRT membership.
Information Management Workgroup Meeting on September 14, 2005:  The workgroup is working on two outstanding projects:  the public affairs list of resources by member agency, and the photo-documentation guidelines for Region III response.  
Mr. Jason Suckow, USDA APHIS Wildlife Services, shared a presentation on the USDA APHIS Wildlife Services’ roles and involvement during the ATHOS 1 incident on the Delaware River over the last nine months.  He summarized APHIS’s involvement with the use of Alpha-Chloralose (AC), which is a stupefying drug, used for the capture of oiled birds.  Other methods employed by APHIS teams included net guns, net cannons, and hand capture.  

b.
Spill Response Countermeasures Workgroup:  The Spill Response Countermeasures

Workgroup met on January 12, 2005, in Hunt Valley, Maryland, on May 25, 2005, in Rehoboth Beach, Delaware, and on September 14, 2005, in Scranton, Pennsylvania.   SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1Ms. Linda Ziegler with EPA was the Workgroup Chair from 1990 until June 2005.  Mr. Kevin Boyd of EPA is now the Workgroup Chair, and his work number is (215) 814-3418.  

Spill Response Countermeasures Workgroup met on January 12, 2005:   SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1The ARTES evaluation for CIAgent, a solidifier listed on the NCP Product Schedule, was postponed due to the ATHOS 1 incident.  This evaluation will be completed in the near future.  

The Region III Guidelines for ISB of Oil Impacted Herbaceous Wetlands was adopted by the Executive Committee as a guidance document for the RRT III tool box.

A Chronology of RRT correspondence for the M/V ATHOS 1 incident that applied to this workgroup was cataloged and presented in a handout.

A panel debrief was conducted for the ATHOS 1 incident on the aspects of the spill response countermeasures - Panelists included Gary Ott (NOAA), Ed Levine (NOAA), Kevin Boyd (EPA), and Marcos Aquinos (EPA).  During this discussion, the members identified several agenda items to work on in 2005 - including:  
· Surface Washing Agent use for effectiveness testing - develop standardized, test volumes that the RRT will grant for immediate approval to determine if a product can provide value for the response.  This is effectiveness testing, not operational testing.

· Re-evaluating the Region III Decanting checklist to make it more streamlined.
· Other issues associated with the use of National Product Schedule products.  

Spill Response Countermeasures Workgroup Meeting on May 25, 2005:   SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1An exercise was conducted utilizing the Selection Guide that focused on testing and monitoring.  The exercise evaluated three surface washing agent (SWA) products that were considered for use during the ATHOS 1 incident last year.  There is a need to develop a strawman for SWA use in Region III, which will hopefully be incorporated into the SMART guidance.

Mr. Jerry Conrad (USCG Sector Delaware Bay) provided a decision-making guide regarding Ports of Safe Refuge information as developed by Sector Delaware Bay.

CDR Roger Laferriere provided an update on the ARTES evaluation on the CIAgent product that is listed on the NCP Product Schedule.  It was determined to be an effective tool.  

Spill Response Countermeasures Workgroup Meeting on September 14, 2005:   SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1Mr. Kevin Boyd of EPA began his chairmanship of this workgroup and presented a brief overview of the workgroup agenda for the future. Two subgroups were developed: 1) develop criteria for pre-approval of surface washing agents; 2) to develop a monitoring plan for the approved bioremediation guidance.

CIAgent underwent an ARTES review by members of this region.  A discussion on whether to approve its use within the region based on that evaluation ensued.  Mike Chezik of DOI said that the product would need to undergo an ESA Section 7 and NOAA Essential Fish Habitat review prior to gaining pre-approval authorization within the region.  Mike Chezik and Kevin Boyd will work to draft a letter for submittal to the respective agencies.

Mr. Vince Zenone of EPA provided the membership with an overview of his efforts in long-term remediation of oil spills using bioremediation in NW Pennsylvania Forest.  In this effort, bioremediation is not conducted on water and does not involve applying conditioned microbes; instead, the EPA is using bioremediation to remediate the impacted soils in situ rather than removing and disposing of the soils for affected areas.  

Dr. Nancy Kinner provided an overview of the Coastal Response Research Center’s creation, partnership, mission and administration under granting from NOAA OR&R and CICEET.  Additional information on the center and the projects they have funded are available at www.crrc.unh.edu .  A copy of Dr. Kinner’s presentation is also available on the RRT website listed above.

c.
Training Workgroup:  The Training Workgroup met on January 12, 2005 in Baltimore, Maryland, on May 25, 2005 in Rehoboth Beach, Delaware, and on September 14, 2005 in Scranton, Pennsylvania.  Mr. Gary Ott, with NOAA, is the Workgroup Chair, and his work number is (757) 856-2755. 

Training Workgroup Meeting on January 12, 2005:  We are documenting the training conducted by this RRT.  The training opportunities provided count towards your “Refresher Safety” training requirements for your 8-hr IAW 29 CFR requirements.  Mr. Ott provided participants with a form that summarizes the training received for those individuals that participated in the January 2005 RRT meeting for their records.  Each workgroup should further define the training needs from its membership.
We will conduct general National Response Plan (NRP) training and National Incident Management System (NIMS) ICS training for our May 2005 RRT meeting.  There is a need and desire for SCAT training within the region.  Working thru Ed Levine and the SCAT folks, we will conduct SCAT training in late winter in Philadelphia to address the re-initiation of response operations for the ATHOS 1 incident for this spring.  SCAT training will be conducted for the Baltimore/Annapolis area in later spring and later in the year at the USCG Yorktown Training Center in Yorktown, Virginia.  Focused training for stakeholders for future meetings include:  JIC training – support of the JIC and delivering the message of the JIC.  We could conduct Public Affairs (PAO) training for personnel on how to be proactive with public information.  Following the ATHOS 1 debrief and identification of additional response needs, this RRT will develop products to address the identified needs and then conduct training on these products.
Training Workgroup Meeting on May 25, 2005:  We had a good discussion on the issues of the NRP roll-out and the types of training we should or can’t do for the RRT.  
We have done a lot of training within the organization, but what else do we need to do for the member agencies to continue to spread the NIMS message?  How do we get the message out to the state and local agencies that they need to do this and be prepared for NIMS?  Group discussion continued and it was decided that the RRT should continue to do training with the Emergency Management Agency (EMA) personnel from the states/commonwealths.  We need to work with each state to interact with the local EMA on how the NRP, MTSA, and NCP will affect them.  We may need to further examine the RRT’s role in this entire mess.  How much training and how much does the RRT want to or should get involved?
Training Workgroup Meeting on September 14, 2005:  The focus of this workgroup’s meeting was to determine what level of training we want to provide during our 2006 RRT meetings.  Several suggestions were made.  We want to conduct a biological incident with roundtable discussions and a tabletop exercise with a good cross section of the RRT membership.  The State and Commonwealth representatives could invite the Department of Public Health personnel to attend and participate in the exercise discussions.  
We will have a four-hour time limit for the exercise, and we will provide an overview of the Biological Incident Annex of the NRP and the Emergency Support Function #8 (ESF-8) – Public Health and Medical Services Annex of the NRP.  The Annex states that the health community will take the lead and recognizes that the environmental agencies will provide assistance with the response until the mission assignment.  Fort Detrick personnel may also be accessed through the Maryland Public Health Department; and we may want to extend a welcome to them to participate in this exercise.  
January 24-26, 2006 RRT III Meeting Scheduled Training:  It has become apparent that the RRT may be called upon to assist states and other Federal agencies in support of other types of natural or man-made disasters.  In order to learn more from our state partners and also provide information back as to the RRT III agencies’ capabilities, we will conduct a tabletop exercise involving a human outbreak of avian influenza.  We will be exploring the RRT’s role in supporting ESF -8 – Public Health and Medical Services during such an incident and how our members’ knowledge base in decontamination, environmental sampling and assessment, risk communication, incident management and state/federal coordination might be able to support response and recovery efforts to such an incident.  We will have a presentation on the BioWatch program.  
d.
Wildlife Response Workgroup:  The Wildlife Response Workgroup met on January 12, 2005 in Baltimore, Maryland, on May 25, 2005 in Rehoboth Beach, Delaware, and on September 14, 2005 in Scranton, Pennsylvania.  Mr. Gary Ott, with NOAA, is the Workgroup Chair, and his work number is (757) 856-2755.

Wildlife Response Workgroup Meeting on January 12, 2005:  ATHOS 1 Oil Spill Panel Discussion –Ms. Eileen Gilbert, Tri-State, Ms. Susan Lingenfelser, Mr. Chris Guy, and Mr. Peter McGowan, USFWS were the panelists.  The ATHOS 1 response topics discussed were wildlife impact and collection in the environment, wildlife triage, wildlife recovery, and wildlife rehabilitation process, a wildlife hotline for information on affected wildlife identified by the general public, and Section 7 Consultation.  The review and subsequent discussion went very smoothly.  Not too many issues were identified for additional focus by this workgroup, primarily communication problems.  There were some opportunities where they advanced the wildlife response through the use of a stupefying agent when the USDA’s APHIS personnel were enlisted for recovery operations for the oiled birds.  
Wildlife Response Workgroup Meeting on May 25, 2005:  Mr. Mike Chezik shared a brief on the new responsibilities that DOI has under ESF #11.
They are providing assistance to better protect cultural and natural resources and historic properties, which is available to state and Federal agencies and Native American tribes.  

Mr. Gary Ott has been working on the Best Practices document and wants to take it to the next level.  At the IOSC, a working group of wildlife experts convened.  Instead of developing a regulatory approach to the next step, they preferred to work from a planning perspective.  We want to see that these best practices are being applied and that we are not “reinventing the wheel” at each response in terms of wildlife response.  

Wildlife Response Workgroup Meeting on September 14, 2005:  Mr. Don Aurand, Ecosystem Management & Associates, Inc. provided an overview of the history and process of the Consensus Ecological Risk Assessment (CERA) Process for non-traditional oil spill response options such as dispersants, and other chemicals.  The process allows participants to evaluate the various needs or requirements for making the decision to use the various oil spill response tools in the “toolbox.”  Using the CERA process, participants evaluate the pros and cons from the resources standpoint for the use of various spill response techniques against the option of “no response” to allow an unbiased evaluation of the products relative to the environment.
e.
Outreach Workgroup: The RRT III Outreach Workgroup is inactive at this time and did not meet in 2005. 

f.
Natural Resource Damage Assessment Workgroup (NRDA):  The NRDA Workgroup 

met on January 12, 2005 in Baltimore, Maryland, on May 25, 2005 in Rehoboth Beach, Delaware, and on September 14, 2005 in Scranton, Pennsylvania.  Mr. Ben Anderson, with DE/DNREC, is the Workgroup Chair, and his work number is (302) 739-4590.

NRDA Workgroup Meeting on January 12, 2005:  ATHOS 1 Oil Spill Panel Discussion - Mr. Ed Levine, NOAA SSC, and Mr. Frank Csulak, NOAA DAC, were the panelists.  The ATHOS 1 response topics discussed were Shoreline Cleanup Assessment Team (SCAT) assessment and overview, and the NRDA overview for the ATHOS 1 oil spill.  Preparation was a big factor in getting information out and getting information to the unified command.  It was recommended that the individual states conduct refresher training/exercises to keep the SCAT process fresh for their trained personnel.  
Mr. Ed Levine commented that the ATHOS 1 incident was a big success in terms of the SCAT process and having people pre-trained.  Dr. Jacqui Michel was brought on scene to train and oversee the SCAT process.  Health and safety issues were experienced by the SCAT teams and winter SCAT was a challenge.  At its peak, we had approximately a dozen SCAT teams operating along the Delaware River.
Mr. Frank Csulak, NOAA DAC, shared a brief on the NRDA operations for ATHOS 1 oil spill.  Notification of the NRDA personnel was very prompt and it was a positive NRDA experience.  This was his first spill where NRDA was supported and coordination was there.  The Responsible Party was cooperating and contractors and trustees worked well together.  
There was a good exchange of information and cooperation between the response focus and NRDA efforts sharing information from SCAT, resources at risk information, trajectory modeling and mapping, weather updates, bird rehab and recovery efforts, source oil collection, submerged oil recovery, and overflights.  
There are three phases to the NRDA process – pre-assessment phase, restoration planning, and restoration implementation.  The preliminary assessment used the SCAT data to assess impacts to shorelines and wetlands injury – degree, extent of oiling, types of shoreline, etc.  Information was gathered on the impacts to aquatic wildlife, birds, mammals and lost recreational use in the affected area (parks, boating, recreational fishing, etc.).  

NRDA Workgroup Meeting on May 24, 2005: LT Becky Jones of Sector Delaware Bay provided a summary of the ATHOS 1 incident and reviewed the hot topics associated with the incident.  The incident became federalized in March 2005.  Rather than have a significant response personnel shift, the FOSC negotiated with the existing contractors to keep the teams on scene once the response was federalized.  The response shifted from response to monitoring and maintenance efforts.  The relationships built prior to response were critical to the success of the efforts, and continued outreach efforts and exercise programs were recommended.
Mr. Jim Hoff, NOAA OR&R provided an update of the NRDA actions that are underway for the ATHOS 1 incident.  This NRDA response establishes an NRDA claim for primary and compensatory restoration for the incident.  

NRDA Workgroup Meeting on September 14, 2005:  Dr. Heidi Stout of Tri-State shared a brief on Breton Sound.  This incident was a small spill that resulted in extensive animals injured, and was most likely from tropical storm Arlene in the offshore waters in Louisiana.  The wildlife response focused its efforts to minimize the injury and impacts to the brown pelican and to their habitat.  Dr. Stout summarized many of the limitations and requirements associated with the rehab of the very young birds and a hacking program to re-establish the rehabilitated pelican population.  The rehabbed pelicans were placed in the north Breton Island instead of the original island where they were originally affected.  THE USFWS made the decision to split the population onto the two islands to ensure that the young birds would survive.
9.  FUTURE PLANS - RRT III Meetings:  Our 2006 meetings are:  January 24-26, 2006, in Towson, Maryland, May 23-25, 2006, in Ocean City, Maryland, and September 19-21, 2006, (tentative date) in Charleston, West Virginia.
10.  RECOMMENDATIONS AND OTHER ACTIONS:  The RRT III has been trying for some time to develop approaches to effectively utilize volunteers during an emergency.  During the emergency response at the Swanson Creek Marsh Oil Spill on the Patuxent River in 2000, and the recent ATHOS 1 Oil Spill on the Delaware River in 2004, the use of volunteers was an unresolved issue.  Many local residents offered their help during these spills but were never fully utilized.  Failure to utilize volunteers can create communication problems for the FOSC with the public and government officials.  
The NCP at 40CFR300.185© requires the Area Contingency Plan to establish procedures on using volunteers.  Furthermore, it is envisioned that to coordinate the use of volunteers, a Volunteer Coordinator could be established, and be part of the incident command structure.  
This Volunteer Coordinator would manage, direct, train, etc. these volunteers to be used during emergencies in coordination with the incident/unified command.  The actual role of the volunteers during an incident would be based on the needs during the response.  

On July 14, 2005, our RRT III Co-Chairs sent a letter tasking the NRT to develop national guidance on the use of volunteers.  A copy of this letter and the enclosure, Volunteers at Oil Spill Cleanups:  Guidance For On-Scene Coordinators, are attached to this report.  
11.
 REMARKS.   None.

CONCURRENCE:
________________________________________                       __________

DAVID T. ORMES, USCG, ALTERNATE CO-CHAIR

 DATE

________________________________________                       __________
DENNIS P. CARNEY, EPA, CO-CHAIR
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