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Briefing for PWSRCAC Board of Directors – January 2009 

 
INFORMATION ITEM 
 
 Sponsor: Linda Swiss, OSPR Committee & 

Dispersants & C-Plan Project Teams 
 Project number and name or topic: 600 Oil Spill Response Planning 

Program 
 
 
1. Description of agenda item: This informational item is intended to brief the 
Board on issues surrounding the Alaska Regional Response Team (ARRT) process. As a 
group responsible for planning and coordination of regional preparedness and 
response actions, the ARRT provides federal, state, and local governmental agencies 
with means to participate in response to pollution incidents. After prior years of a 
transparent and collaborative process for addressing documents and guidelines among 
ARRT members, the process used over the past year to review the In Situ Burning 
guidelines did not allow for collaboration, transparency, or due consideration of 
stakeholder comments.  PWSRCAC is concerned that this process is excluding 
stakeholder input, and that the use of executive sessions at ARRT meetings to 
deliberate and make final decisions is contrary to good public policy.   
 
At the last Board meeting in September, staff reported that at the July 30, 2008 ARRT 
meeting, the ARRT committed to investigate concerns expressed by both PWSRCAC 
and John Allen about exclusion of stakeholder input.  John Allen had testified at that 
ARRT meeting that tribal entities needed to be properly represented and included in 
the ARRT process.  Joe Levesque, legal counsel for PWSRCAC, also indicated at that 
meeting that PWSRCAC had concerns about procedural deficiencies in the ARRT 
process, specifically about the “apparent secret nature of decision-making where 
matters are both discussed and decided in executive sessions.”  At the July 2008 
meeting, the ARRT co-chairs agreed to cooperate and assist Mr. Levesque in his review. 
 
On September 30, 2008, Walker & Levesque sent the attached letter to the ARRT co-
chairs which depicts PWSRCAC’s concerns and recommendations and constitutes the 
beginning of Mr. Levesque’s review.  In this letter, Walker & Levesque have requested a 
written, coordinated ARRT response to the recommendations as well as a meeting 
within 45 days of the date of the letter.  The co-chairs of the ARRT have suggested 
meeting some time during the week of February 2, 2009, which is more than four 
months since the letter was sent.  Additionally, the ARRT co-chairs have not requested 
coordinated input from the full ARRT as requested in this letter.  PWSRCAC hopes 
there are no further delays to resolving these outstanding issues.   
 
2. Why is this item important to PWSRCAC:  Under the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 
(OPA 90), PWSRCAC is authorized to participate in both the development of plans and 
the policy guidelines used in oil spill response.  Furthermore, federal agencies are 
required to consult with PWSRCAC prior to taking action. Stakeholder participation in 
the current ARRT process has been purposefully and severely limited by the ARRT.  
Not only is stakeholder contribution being impeded, resolution of concerns has taken 
an inordinate amount of time.  As PWSRCAC has historically enjoyed a collaborative 
relationship with the ARRT, it is PWSRCAC’s desire to return to that mutually-
beneficial association.   Further delay in resolving these issues could be construed by 
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PWSRCAC as reluctance by the ARRT co-chairs to meaningfully discuss and resolve the 
situation.     
 
3. Previous actions taken by the Board on this item:  No previous actions have 
been taken. 
 
4. Summary of policy, issues, support or opposition:  After public testimony by 
PWSRCAC legal counsel outlining PWSRCAC’s concerns at the July 2008 ARRT meeting, 
the ARRT co-chairs offered their assistance in investigating these issues. At the same 
time, the co-chairs stated that they believe the process is working and that they have 
given adequate consideration to all input.   
 
5. Committee Recommendation:  None at this time. 
 
6. Relationship to LRP and Budget:  This is not a budgeted project. 
 
7. Action Requested of the Board of Directors:  None, item is for information 
only. 
 
8. Attachments:  September 30, 2008 Walker & Levesque letter to ARRT Co-Chairs. 


