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Spill Response Countermeasures Workgroup

Towson, MD
January 25, 2006
1015 - 1150
CHAIRPERSON:  Kevin Boyd, EPA

AGENDA:

· Introduction

· PRESENTATION – Animals and Emergency Response - Bethany Grohs V.D.M. EPA

· PRESENTATION – Delaware Bay ERA - Jerry Conrad, USCG

· Workgroup Work Products 

HANDOUTS:

· Possible Ideas for Spill Response Countermeasures Workgroup form
· Letter to the USFWS T/E Office regarding the RRT 3 use of CIAgent and ARTES
· Region III Surface Washing Agents Pre-authorization Test and Evaluation Protocol

· Region IV Approval Signature page for pre-authorization to review for inclusion in Region III pre-authorization documents.
MEETING NOTES:

Introduction and welcome by Kevin Boyd.  

PRESENTATION Animals and Emergency Response: Integration of the Veterinary Community with the Emergency Response Community – Dr. Bethany Grohs V.D.M. EPA

A copy of Dr. Grohs’ presentation is available on the Region III RRT website at: http://www.uscg.mil/d5/msafety/rrt/index.htm.  

Dr. Grohs provided the membership with an overview of the awareness and organizational response changes that have affected the many agencies that regulate and control the federal response to human, animal, and agricultural incidents.  In the past, notification of an outcrop of foot and mouth disease (FMD) would barely register on the emergency response community’s mind – it was a USDA problem.  Then September 11th occurred and the anthrax and ricin incidents followed closely on its heels proving how vulnerable we really are.  After September 11th we had Search and Rescue (SAR) dogs that were exposed to contaminants within “the hot zones” – humans wear PPE, the SAR dogs do not.   How do you decon and medically treat a SAR dog?   Relationships formed by the various federal agencies during September 11th and the anthrax incidents were again established for the ricin events.

International incidents with FMD, Mad Cow, and Newcastle disease also increased our awareness of the interaction and the need for a more comprehensive method for coordinating our national preparedness and response policies and strategies.  These responses also emphasized the importance of “One Medicine” for Multi-hazard responses.  The One Medicine approach requires getting physicians and veterinarians together to address medical issues as they affect humans and animals.  The implicit connections between public and animal health were a driving force for integration of responders and National Consistency in Training.
The US is vulnerable to agroterrorism.  In today’s world of our global economy and ease of travel between geopolitical boundaries, the US and most of the world currently has inadequate plans to deal with an attack; our current system deals with unintentional threats.  Irregardless of source of the threat and the extent of the response level, the Ag community must be prepared to work closely with the emergency management community to deal with an animal health emergency.  Zoonotic diseases underscore the important relationship between public health and animal health 

If you need additional information or have questions, contact Bethany Grohs @ grohs.bethany@epa.gov. 
PRESENTATION – Sector Delaware Bay Consensus Ecological Risk Assessment Update – Jerry Conrad, USCG.
A copy of Mr. Conrad’s presentation is available on the Region III RRT website at: http://www.uscg.mil/d5/msafety/rrt/index.htm.  

Mr. Conrad summarized the Ecological Risk Assessment (ERA) process that was recently initiated within Sector Delaware Bay.  An ERA allows the comparison of oil and/or response option with an ecological effect and requires a consensus interpretation of risk by workgroup participants.  An ERA relies on regional data and is heavily dependent on expert opinion of participants.  

More than 50 participants were involved in this ERA, including State representatives, Wildlife experts, Toxicologists, Federal agencies, concerned citizens, and Pollution responders.  The goal was to develop a risk ranking matrix developed by consensus opinion of the participants.  This risk matrix was based on the percentage of the resource affected (small to large) as well as the time for recovery of the population (less than 1 year – greater than 10 years).  The ERA process had the participants conduct an analysis based on no response, on water mechanical recovery options, and dispersant use + other options.

In February, the participants will meet again to gather more information and develop a final report with recommendations or findings.  This may or may not result in dispersant use in increased areas of Delaware Bay.  

Workgroup Work Products Review – Kevin Boyd, EPA

Kevin summarized the status of the following workgroup work products:

· Letter to the USFWS T/E Office regarding the RRT 3 use of CIAgent and its review during our ARTES process.  A word of thanks goes to Mike Chezik (DOI) for crafting the letter for this purpose.  Once USFWS T/E office reviews and comments on this request, the next step will be to craft a letter to NOAA/NMFS for the Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) review for the use of CIAgent in Region III.

· The Final Draft of the Region III Surface Washing Agents Pre-authorization Test and Evaluation Protocol was handed out to participants.  ACTION ITEM:  Please take one last look and provide any comments to Kevin Boyd by February 28th.  We will be recommending this guidance document for adoption at the May 2006 RRT meeting.
· Additionally, Mr. Boyd had several copies of the Region IV/Caribbean pre-authorization policy document for the use of solidifiers.  We will review and see if we can borrow from the Region IV document for adoption by this RRT.  Note – CIAgent is listed as a solidifier within the NCP Product Schedule and we have already conducted an ARTES evaluation on the product itself and found that it could provide value as a response tool within Region III.
The Spill Response Countermeasures Workgroup Meeting was adjourned at 1150. 

