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} Finalized in February, but not posted on the 
old CRRT website.

} Posted on the new CRRT website at:
◦ www.nrt.org/CRRTplans

} Added and Rearranged Appendices

http://www.nrt.org/CRRTplans


} Surface Washing Agent Testing & Evaluation 
Protocols (#3)

} CRRT Compilation of Best Management 
Practices (#7) 

} Revised Grounded Vessel over 
Corals/Seagrass Habitats Guidance (#11)

} Added language referring to them within RCP 
Section 3: Regional Response Policies



} Modified language regarding CRRT position 
on the use of dispersants

} Added references to the Dispersant 
preauthorization Letters of Agreement (LOAs)

} Stated that the CRRT is updating and revising 
its Dispersant Usage Guidance



} Reference confirmation letter that FWS 
continues to concur with determinations that 
the use of dispersants, in-situ burning and 
solidifiers are not likely to adversely affect 
the manatee and roseate tern.

} Added language regarding reinitiation of ESA 
consultation for dispersant and ISB response 
operations.



} Added language identifying that the EFH 
Evaluation has been submitted for Dispersant 
and ISB Response Operations, and 
development of BMPs.



} Submitted to NMFS on October 5, 2015
} CRRT Determinations:
◦ Dispersants may affect, but not likely to adversely 

affect, ESA listed species or critical habitat 
◦ In-situ burning may affect, but not likely to 

adversely affect, ESA listed species or critical 
habitat 
◦ Dispersant and ISB may adversely affect EFH 

because of direct and indirect impacts, but the 
impacts would be local, short-term and minor.

} Awaiting response from ESA & EFH programs



} Checked and updated all website links.

} Removed the “Roster of CRRT Members” as an 
Appendix, since we haven’t actually made that 
roster public for over 20 years due to the 
inclusion of personal contact information.

} Removed CRRT pamphlets as an Appendix; 
provided links to their posting on the CRRT 
website (now needs to be updated for the new 
site). 

} Discussing modifications to St. Croix boundary



Regional Guidance on Protecting Historical 
Properties (NHPA Section 106)

} National PA w/ACHP & NRT developed; 
signed in 1998

} CRRT adopted the PA, developed regional 
guidance document; revised in 2003

} Appendix 10 of the RCP





} Identification of Historic Properties
} Parties to be Notified
} Identification of Emergency Response 

Strategies
} ID who will provide HP properties expertise to 

the FOSC
} Identification of appropriate training for HP 

Specialists
} Development of HP Information for Response 

Personnel



} Determination of whether Categorical 
Exclusions Apply

} Activation of HP Specialist
} Identification of Historic Properties
} Assessment of Potential Effects of Emergency 

Response Strategies on Historic Properties
} Implementation of Decisions about 

Appropriate Emergency Response Actions
} Determination that the National PA Cannot be 

Satisfied



















} Drafted by DOI’s Regional Environmental 
Officer in Boston, and USCG-D1, for Regions 
1 and 2

} Recognized that NHPA decision-making 
process is often not properly documented 
during actual response actions (DWH)

} Have reviewed with NYSDEC and SHPO, others



} Notice to Response Personnel on Required 
Actions After Discovery of Cultural Resources

} New Checklists:  
◦ Documentation of Actions Taken that DID NOT 

AFFECT Historic Properties/Cultural Resources

◦ Documentation of Actions Taken that DID NOT 
RESULT IN AN ADVERSE AFFECT on HP/CR

} Modified Checklist:  Documentation of ER 
Response Decision THAT ADVERSELY AFFECTS 
HP/CR



} The PA does not specifically address:
◦ Archaeological Resources Protection Act (ARPA)
◦ Antiquities Act
◦ National Marine Sanctuaries Act
◦ Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation 

Act (NAGPRA)

} Draft Guidance includes, for reference, the 
NAGPRA process model used for National 
Park Service lands.

} May add guidance for the other Acts



} Will NOT place new/additional responsibilities 
on the FOSC. 

} Intended to document the decision-making 
processes during response activities.

} Will keep posted on development; look to 
adapt for the CRRT.



} Replaces the old “Dispersant Usage Plan (DUP)

} Consists of an Introduction, followed by 3 Sections 
and __ Appendices .

} Section I:  Purpose, authority, and scope of the policy.

} Section II:  Established zones for preauthorized and 
conditional use of dispersants, as well as Endangered 
Species Act (ESA) and essential fish habitat (EFH) 
consultation requirements.

} Section III:  Protocols for use of dispersants within the 
Caribbean region.



Guidance includes XX appendices as follows:

} Letters of Agreement on Limited Use of Dispersants and 
Chemical Agents in the Coastal Waters of Puerto Rico and 
the U.S. Virgin Islands.

} Dispersant Use Decision Elements and Documentation/ 
Application Forms (under revision)

} Dispersant Use Operational Planning and Implementation 
Guidance (under revision)

} ESA and EFH emergency consultation forms
} Completed biological assessments and letters pertaining 

to ESA Section 7 consultations with NMFS and USFWS
} Completed EFH Evaluation and [response from NMFS]
} Special Monitoring of Applied Response Technologies 

(SMART) monitoring program
} Any others?



} What format works best/easiest to maintain?

} What documents should be Appendices in the 
RCP vs. in the Guidance document, or both?

} During a response, is a stand-alone 
document more useful than having to cross-
reference between the RCP and the Guidance?



1. Is The Product Dispersible?
2. Are The Environmental Benefits Of 

Dispersing The Oil Likely To Outweigh 
Those Of Not Dispersing The Oil?

3. Is The Chosen Dispersant Likely To Be 
Effective?

4. Can The Dispersant Application Be Safely 
And Effectively Implemented, Given 
Environmental Conditions?



5. Are Sufficient Equipment And Personnel 
Available To Conduct Dispersant Operations 
Within The Window Of Opportunity?

6. Has A Site Safety Plan Been Completed?
7. Is The Product To Be Dispersed Within A Pre-

authorization Zone, or a Consensus Conditional 
Zone?

8. Are The Necessary Equipment And Trained 
Personnel Available To Conduct The 
Recommended Monitoring Operations?

9. Has An On-Site Survey Been Conducted To 
Assure That Endangered Species Are Not In The 
Application Area?



} Dispersant Use Decision and Implementation 
Element Checklist 

} Application Platform Capability Decision Matrix 
} Application Operational Feasibility Form 
} Dispersant Operations Plan 
} Application Logistics and Support Checklist 
} Documentation/Application Form
} Incident Command Functional Checklists for 

Dispersant Use
} Site Safety Plan Template for Dispersant 

Operations



} The drafts are under review by the Response 
Technologies Committee

} Will send out for general review and comment 
once all RTC comments are received and 
incorporated.
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