
 
 

United States Department of the Interior 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance 
1689 C Street, Room 119 

Anchorage, Alaska  99501-5126 
 
 
9044.2a     March 30, 2012 
PEP/ANC     Via Electronic Mail 
 
Dear Alaska Regional Response Team Members and U.S. Coast Guard Federal On-Scene 
Coordinators:   
 
The purpose of this letter is to notify Alaska Regional Response Team (RRT) members and 
Alaska-based U.S. Coast Guard (USCG) Federal On-Scene Coordinators (FOSCs) that, after 
consulting with appropriate Alaska-based U.S. Department of the Interior (DOI) Bureaus, and 
contingent upon the four items listed below; effective April 1, 2012, DOI is reinstating its 
approval of preauthorization of the use of dispersants in areas known as Zone 1 in Prince William 
Sound (PWS) and Cook Inlet.  Zone 1 areas in PWS and Cook Inlet are identified in the March 
1989 RRT Oil Dispersant Guidelines for Alaska (Guidelines), which are Attachment 1 of the 
Enclosure.  
 
DOI’s reinstatement of its approval of preauthorization of dispersant use under Section 300.910 
of the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP) for these Zone 
1 areas in PWS and Cook Inlet is contingent upon the appropriate FOSC(s):  (1) providing 
notification to DOI in accordance with Section 300.135(j)(1) of the NCP of any incident where a 
dispersant request has, or will be made; (2) consulting with DOI on an incident-specific basis in 
accordance with Section 300.135(j)(2) of the NCP following receipt of a dispersant request and 
prior to the FOSC taking action on the request; (3) fulfilling any necessary incident-specific 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) Section 7 consultation with DOI-Fish and Wildlife Service ESA 
experts regarding the potential use of dispersants; and (4) seeking input on the proposed use of 
dispersants from appropriate Federally-recognized tribes.     
 
This reinstatement by DOI is in response to a request by Mr. Larry Stanton (the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) National Response Team Chair) at the February 22-23, 2012, Alaska 
RRT work session/meeting for DOI to review its September 26, 2008, letter (see Enclosure) to 
determine if dispersant preauthorization could be reinstated while maintaining DOI’s need for 
incident-specific consultation on any proposal for dispersant use.  This reinstatement is in 
accordance with the statements made at the Alaska RRT meeting and in previous correspondence 
by the State of Alaska, U.S. Department of Commerce (DOC), and EPA, that each of those 
entities continue to support the preauthorization of dispersant use in Zone 1 areas in PWS and 
Cook Inlet.   
 
This reinstatement ensures that:  (1) the USCG can require dispersant capabilities in Alaska in 
accordance with the USCG August 31, 2009, 33 CFR Parts 154 and 155 “Vessel and Facility 
Response Plans for Oil: 2003 Removal Equipment Requirements and Alternative Technology 
Revisions; Final Rule”, which links (for the first time) a requirement for plan holders to maintain 
a dispersant capability in Alaska only if there is dispersant preauthorization in the region; (2) the  
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State of Alaska, DOC, and EPA may maintain their respective dispersant preauthorization of 
dispersant use in Zones 1 in PWS and Cook Inlet; (3) DOI will be afforded the opportunity to 
provide incident-specific recommendations regarding dispersant use to FOSCs, which in turn, 
FOSCs may accept or reject; and (4) appropriate Federally-recognized tribes will be afforded the 
opportunity to provide incident-specific input regarding dispersant use to FOSCs, which in turn, 
FOSCs may accept or reject. 
 
DOI continues to stand ready to participate in a process that updates the Guidelines, which 
includes all interested Alaska RRT members and which seeks input from Federally-recognized 
tribes and stakeholders.   
 
Please feel free to contact me at 907-271-5011, if you have any questions regarding this 
reinstatement.   

 
Sincerely,       

       
Pamela Bergmann 
DOI Alaska RRT Representative 
Regional Environmental Officer – Alaska 
 

 
Enclosure  
 
Distribution: 
 
CDR Mark Everett, U.S. Department of Homeland Security – U.S. Coast Guard 
Mr. Chris Field, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Mr. Sam Carlson, U.S. Department of Agriculture  
Mr. Doug Helton, U.S. Department of Commerce  
Ms. Claire Marie, U.S. Department of Defense  
Ms. Diane Clark, U.S. Department of Energy 
Mr. Brian Swanson, U.S. General Services Administration 
Mr. Robert Forgit, U.S. Department of Homeland Security – Federal Emergency  Management 
Agency 
Mr. Joe Sarcone, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 
Mr. Kevin Feldis, U.S. Department of Justice 
Mr. Scott Ketcham, U.S. Department of Labor 
Ms. Cindy Sacks, U.S. Department of Transportation 
Mr. Larry Dietrick, Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation 
CAPT Jason Fosdick, U.S. Department of Homeland Security – U.S. Coast Guard 
CAPT Scott Bornemann, U.S. Department of Homeland Security – U.S. Coast Guard 
CDR Benjamin Hawkins, U.S. Department of Homeland Security – U.S. Coast Guard 
 
cc:  Mr. Larry Stanton, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
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United States Department of the Interior 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance 
1689 C Street, Suite 119 

Anchorage, AK  99501-5126 
 

 
September 26, 2008 

9044.2a     Via Electronic Mail  
PEP/ANC 

 
Dear U.S. Coast Guard Federal On-Scene Coordinators and Alaska Regional Response Team 
Members: 
 
The purpose of this letter is to notify Alaska-based U.S. Coast Guard (USCG) Federal On-Scene 
Coordinators (OSCs) and Alaska Regional Response Team (RRT) members that effective 
September 27, 2008, the U.S. Department of the Interior (DOI) no longer approves of the 
preauthorization of the use of dispersants in Prince William Sound and Cook Inlet, the only areas 
in Alaska where dispersant use has been preauthorized.  These preauthorized areas are referred to 
as Zone 1 in the RRT Oil Dispersant Guidelines for Alaska (Oil Dispersant Guidelines) (see 
Attachment 1).  Therefore, to obtain authorization for the use of dispersants anywhere in Alaska, 
Federal OSCs will now need to follow the concurrence and consultation process required in the 
National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP). 
 
The use of dispersants in a particular incident may not adequately protect DOI resources; 
therefore, preauthorization of dispersants without incident-specific information is no longer 
appropriate. Trust resources for which DOI has responsibility in Zone 1 in Prince William Sound 
and Cook Inlet include, but are not limited to: migratory birds; sea otters; Native allotments; and 
National Wildlife Refuge lands and National Park System Units, including biological resources 
and historic properties associated with those refuge lands and park system units.   
 
DOI continues to believe that the use of dispersants is an important response option to be 
considered following an oil discharge.  As has always been the case, DOI will continue to 
provide timely input to any Federal OSC request for dispersant use anywhere in Alaska. 

Authorizations of Use 
 
Section 300.910 of the NCP (see Attachment 2) requires RRTs to address the use of dispersants, 
other chemical countermeasures, and burning agents in their planning and to include, as 
appropriate, preauthorization plans that address the specific contexts in which those products 
should and should not be used.  The NCP further provides that “[T]he RRT representatives from 
the EPA and the states with jurisdiction over the waters of the area to which a preauthorization 
plan applies and the DOC and DOI natural resource trustees shall review and either approve, 
disapprove, or approve with modification the preauthorization plan…”.  If those representatives 
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and natural resource trustees “… approve in advance the use of certain products under specified 
circumstances as described in the preauthorization plan, the OSC may authorize the use of the 
products without obtaining the specific concurrences described in paragraphs (b) and (c) of this 
section.”   
 
Paragraph (b) of Section 300.910 of the NCP provides that for spills for which there is no 
preauthorization, the Federal OSC, with the concurrence of the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) representative to the RRT and, as appropriate, the concurrence of the RRT 
representative from the states with jurisdiction over the navigable waters threatened by the 
release or discharge, and in consultation with the U.S. Department of Commerce (DOC) and 
DOI natural resource trustees, when practicable, may authorize the use of dispersants and other 
chemical countermeasures that are listed on the NCP Product Schedule.  Paragraph (c) outlines 
the same concurrence and consultation requirements for the Federal OSC for the authorization of 
the use of burning agents.   
 
In-Situ Burning Guidelines for Alaska 

As you know, on March 28, 2008, the Alaska RRT approved the In-Situ Burning Guidelines for 
Alaska (ISB Guidelines).  This action was supported by Alaska-based Federal and State OSCs in 
a memorandum to Alaska RRT members sent via electronic mail on March 26, 2008 (see 
Attachment 3).  The newly approved ISB Guidelines no longer provide for preauthorization of 
in-situ burning in the marine waters of Alaska.  As a result, all requests to conduct in-situ 
burning in the marine environment as well as on inland lands and waters throughout the State, 
must now be considered on a case-by-case basis.   

Reasons for removing preauthorization for in-situ burning from the revised ISB Guidelines 
included, but were not limited to, the following: 

• Improved technology (e.g., cell phones, pagers, BlackBerry devices, and satellite 
telephones) and proven ability for Federal OSCs to contact the Alaska RRT 
representatives from the EPA and the State of Alaska and the DOC and DOI natural 
resource trustees 365 days a year, 24 hours a day. 

• Proven ability for the RRT representatives from the EPA and State of Alaska and the 
DOC and DOI natural resource trustees to provide consensus and timely input to Federal 
OSCs on similar requests including dispersant use and potential places of refuge. 

• Recognition that there is sufficient time for case-by-case concurrences and consultations 
to occur.  Following an oil discharge where use of in-situ burning may be appropriate, a 
checklist that provides incident-specific information regarding the proposed use of in-situ 
burning must be completed and provided to the Federal OSC for their review and 
consideration. This process takes time, typically a minimum of several hours following 
the incident. Likewise, the mobilization of vessels/aircraft, equipment, materials, 
supplies, and personnel to conduct any approved in-situ burning operation takes, at a 
minimum, several hours.  As soon as in-situ burning is considered as a response option 
for an incident (prior to receiving the completed checklist), the appropriate agency 
representatives can be notified by the Federal OSC so that the consultation/concurrence 
process can begin.   
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• Recognition that each incident is unique and typically includes actions and/or 
considerations that were not previously anticipated.   

• Recognition that information on environmental conditions not only changes over time, 
but is also incomplete.  In addition, assumptions regarding the timing and numbers of 
biological resources (e.g., sea otters and migratory birds) in a given location may be 
incorrect, and therefore, incident-specific information could significantly affect input on 
whether conducting an in-situ burn would be appropriate.  Also, the legal status of some 
biological resources changes over time.  For example, additional species (e.g., Spectacled 
Eiders) have been placed on the Endangered Species List and critical habitat areas have 
been established, which require incident-specific consultations under, or pursuant to, the 
Endangered Species Act. 

• Recognition that it is not possible to predict that conducting an in-situ burn will result in a 
“net environmental benefit” in all incidents.  

All of the reasons identified above are also applicable to decision-making regarding the use of 
dispersants.   

Oil Dispersant Guidelines 
 
The Oil Dispersant Guidelines and specific dispersant use guidelines for Cook Inlet were 
approved by the Alaska RRT in April 1986. The specific dispersant use guidelines for Prince 
William Sound were approved by the Alaska RRT in March 1989.  Thus, information forming 
the basis of policies included in those guidelines is 20 or more years old.   
 
The Oil Dispersant Guidelines “… allow the timely and effective use of dispersants as an oil-
spill-response tool to minimize environmental impacts. The guidelines are to be in force for the 
application of dispersants in any marine waters of Alaska” (Annex F, Appendix 1, Section 1, last 
paragraph).  The guidelines further state that “Decisions concerning potential dispersant use must 
be based on an evaluation of potential impacts from dispersed versus undispersed oil since 
dispersing a slick at one site introduces more oil into the water column than would be caused by 
a surface slick. This means that effects on water column organisms may be increased at one site 
so that effects can be decreased or eliminated at other sites” (Annex F, Appendix 1, Section 2, 
first paragraph).  A key question in Figure 1, the Dispersant Decision Matrix, which is to be used 
for Federal OSC decision-making, is: “Will environmental impacts association with chemical 
dispersion be less than those occurring without chemical dispersion?”   

Tab C of the Oil Dispersant Guidelines “Oil Spill Response Checklist:  Dispersant Use in Zone 
1” is the checklist to be completed by the party requesting the use of dispersants and the Federal 
OSC. While this checklist includes detailed information regarding the incident and the 
operational requirements related to dispersant use, there is no information on the biological 
resources and/or historic properties at risk, or on the commercial and/or subsistence use of 
biological resources.  In Zone 1 (the preauthorization zone), the assumption is that the 
consideration and evaluation of trade-offs regarding potential environmental impacts have 
already been performed by the natural resource trustees and no further consultation is necessary.  
This assumption, which is based on 20-year-old information, is no longer valid for DOI, nor is it 
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practical or necessary for the reasons identified above under In-Situ Burning Guidelines for 
Alaska.  
 
DOI is not alone in recognizing that the Oil Dispersant Guidelines are outdated.  From March 
2003 to June 2005, the Dispersant Subgroup (Subgroup) of the Alaska RRT Science and 
Technology Committee worked on revisions to the dispersant use checklists and the “Specific 
Guidelines for the Use of Dispersants in Prince William Sound.” The Subgroup included 
representatives from the USCG, EPA, DOI, DOC, Alaska Department of Environmental 
Conservation, Prince William Sound and Cook Inlet regional citizens advisory councils, oil 
industry, and Cook Inlet Spill Prevention and Response, Inc.  Recognizing that the zones in the 
existing guidelines were no longer appropriate, the Subgroup was working to re-draw the 
boundaries of the zones in Prince William Sound prior to re-examining the zones in Cook Inlet.  
The Subgroup was also in the process of re-writing the checklists to address other points, such 
as:  (1) the Zone 1 preauthorization is too broad; i.e., it includes all petroleum products, rather 
than just crude oil; (2) requirements need to be included for real-time monitoring following 
dispersant application; and (3) information needs to be corrected on which entities the Federal 
OSC needs to seek concurrence and consult with, in areas where there is no dispersant use 
preauthorization.  While the Subgroup’s work on the Oil Dispersant Guidelines was halted in 
2005 at the request of the Alaska RRT Co-Chairs (in favor of working on revisions to the ISB 
Guidelines), the Subgroup had nonetheless recognized that the existing guidelines are outdated 
and need to be revised.   

Use of Dispersants in Alaska 

As with in-situ burning, DOI believes that the use of dispersants is an important response option 
to be considered following an oil discharge.  We further believe DOI has a track record of 
considering, both objectively and in a timely manner, requests for the use of dispersants.  Since 
1987, Alaska-based Federal OSCs have requested the use of dispersants in only three cases: (1) 
the 1989 Exxon Valdez oil spill, (2) the 2004 M/V Selendang Ayu oil spill, and (3) the 2005 M/V 
Cougar Ace incident. Following the Exxon Valdez oil spill, DOI supported the use of multiple 
dispersant applications, including (within the first 24 hours of the spill) the use of dispersants in 
Zone 3, where dispersants “are not recommended, but may be approved.”  DOI also supported 
the use of dispersants, with incident-specific conditions, following the 2004 M/V Selendang Ayu 
oil spill and 2005 M/V Cougar Ace incident.  DOI will continue to provide timely input to any 
Federal OSC request for dispersant use anywhere in Alaska. 

As discussed above, Paragraph (b) of Section 300.910 of the NCP states that in spill situations 
were there is no dispersant preauthorization, “…the OSC, with the concurrence of the EPA 
representative to the RRT and, as appropriate, the concurrence of the RRT representatives from 
the states with jurisdiction over the navigable waters threatened by the release or discharge, and 
in consultation with the DOC and DOI natural resource trustees, when practicable, may authorize 
the use of dispersant.”  At the same time, we believe it is important for Federal OSCs to be 
mindful of the requirement of Section 300.135(j)(1) of the NCP (see Attachment 4), which 
states, “The OSC/RPM shall ensure that the trustees for natural resources are promptly notified 
of discharges or releases” and the Section 300.135(j)(2) requirement that “The OSC or RPM 
shall coordinate all response activities with the affected natural resources trustees and, for 
discharges of oil, the OSC shall consult with the affected trustees on the appropriate removal 
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actions to be taken.”  Timely notification of the natural resource trustees by the Federal OSCs of 
oil discharges (and hazardous substance releases) will help ensure that incident-specific 
consultation can be provided in a timely manner.  In turn, this partnership helps ensure that 
natural and cultural resources and historic properties for which we have a trust responsibility are 
considered in a decision regarding the potential use of dispersants.   

Summary 

In order to fulfill our responsibility to our trust resources and to be consistent with the recent 
action regarding in-situ burning, effective September 27, 2008, DOI no longer approves of the 
preauthorization of the use of dispersants in Prince William Sound and Cook Inlet in the areas 
referred to as Zone 1 in the Dispersant Use Guidelines for Alaska.  As a result, to obtain 
authorization for the use of dispersants anywhere in Alaska, Federal OSCs will need to follow 
the concurrence and consultation process required in the NCP. 
 
All DOI Bureaus in Alaska with management responsibility for the potentially-affected trust 
resources identified above concur in the decision to revoke DOI’s support for preauthorization of 
dispersant use. While we appreciate and acknowledge the desire of Federal OSCs to retain, and 
perhaps even expand areas of dispersant preauthorization in Alaska, our responsibility to protect 
DOI trust resources compels us to take this action.   
 
Please feel free to contact me at 907-271-5011, if you have any questions regarding this action.   
 
      Pamela Bergmann 

       
 

DOI Alaska Regional Response Team 
Representative 
Regional Environmental Officer – Alaska 

 
Attachments: 
 

1. RRT Oil Dispersant Guidelines for Alaska (35 pages) 
2. NCP Subpart J, Section 300.910 (2 pages) 
3. Letter from Federal and State OSCs to ARRT Members Regarding Approval of ISB 

Guidelines March 2008 Version (2 pages) 
4. NCP Section Subpart B, 300.135 (2 pages) 
 

Distribution:  
 

CAPT Scott Robert, U.S. Department of Homeland Security – U.S. Coast Guard  
CAPT Mark Hamilton, U.S. Department of Homeland Security – U.S. Coast Guard 
CDR Daryl Verfaillie, U.S. Department of Homeland Security – U.S. Coast Guard 
CAPT Michael Cerne, U.S. Department of Homeland Security – U.S. Coast Guard 
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Mr. Carl Lautenberger, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Mr. Ken Vaughan, U.S. Department of Agriculture – U.S. Forest Service 
Mr. Douglas Helton, U.S. Department of Commerce 
Lt Col Lori Stender, U.S. Department of Defense – Alaska Command 
Ms. Tammy Brown, U.S. Department of Defense – Navy 
Mr. Merv Mullins, U.S. Department of Defense – U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Ms. Kathy Beecher, U.S. Department of Energy 
Mr. Brian Swanson, U.S. General Services Administration  
Dr. Juliana Grant, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 
Mr. Robert Forgit, U.S. Department of Homeland Security – Federal Emergency           

Management Agency 
Mr. Michael Underhill, U.S. Department of Justice 
Mr. Scott Ketcham, U.S. Department of Labor 
Mr. Steven Osborne, Alaska Inter-Tribal Council 
Mr. Larry Dietrick, Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation 
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Attachment 1 
 

RRT Oil Dispersant Guidelines for Alaska 
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Change 2 – September 1999 F-1

ANNEX F: CHEMICAL COUNTERMEASURES:  DISPERSANTS, CHEMICAL
AGENTS, AND OTHER SPILL MITIGATING SUBSTANCES, DEVICES OR
TECHNOLOGY

General:   This annex includes the following chemical countermeasure documents that
have been approved by the ARRT:  (1)  Oil Dispersant Guidelines for Alaska; and (2)  In
Situ Burning Guidelines for Alaska.   These documents were developed by the ARRT
Response Technology Working Group in accordance with provisions of the National
Contingency Plan.  Updates and future changes to these guidelines will be made by the
ARRT and provided for inclusion into this Annex.  Appendix III provides technology
protocols appropriate for the State of Alaska as developed by the Hazardous
Substance Spill Technology Review Council.  The inclusion of these protocols in the
Unified Plan does not represent approval or endorsement by the Alaska RRT, Science
and Technology Committee, or ALL Federal agencies that are members of the Alaska
RRT.

APPENDIX I: RRT OIL DISPERSANT GUIDELINES FOR ALASKA

This Appendix contains Oil Dispersant Guidelines for Alaska and specific guidelines for
Cook Inlet.  Both documents were approved by the ARRT in April 1986.  The specific
guidelines for Prince William Sound were approved by the ARRT on March 6, 1989.

1.  Background:

The capability to adequately respond to an oil spill in Alaska can be hampered by the
great distances involved, poorly developed transportation networks, an inadequate
labor force, limited mechanical spill cleanup technology, and severe weather conditions.
 The use of oil dispersing chemicals provides a supplemental response method to
existing conventional cleanup techniques and allows spill-response personnel some
additional control over the type and location of spill impacts. 
Oil-spill "dispersants" are complex chemical formulations consisting of a blend of
surfactants, or detergents, in a mixture of solvents.  Dispersants, when applied to a slick
of floating oil, reduce the interfacial tension between the oil and the water and thus
allow the oil to be broken into small droplets by the action of the wind, waves, and
currents.  This process disperses oil into the water column and reduces hydrocarbon
concentrations on the water surface.

Dispersant use is an important issue in Alaska because Alaskan marine waters support
extremely valuable commercial, subsistence, and recreational fisheries; large and
important populations of birds and mammals; and a growing oil industry.  Since
dispersants can be utilized to mitigate the extent of oil-spill impacts, specific resources
can be protected, if necessary.  For example, some resources such as birds are known
to be more vulnerable to spilled oil than others, an acceptable compromise may be to
protect these resources by dispersing an oil slick in a less sensitive, deep-water
environment.  In general, the compromise that must be evaluated is between the short-
term impacts of introducing dispersed oil into the upper water column, and the long-
term impacts of allowing oil to continue to float on the water surface and/or strand.  In
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Change 2 – September 1999 F-2

many cases, adverse effects from chemically dispersed oil are much less than those
that result from stranded oil in biologically sensitive areas, or to sea birds or marine
organisms that float at the water surface, such as some fish eggs.

To be effective, dispersants must be applied in a timely manner; oil allowed to weather
on the ocean surface becomes difficult, if not impossible, to disperse chemically.  At
present, as authorized by the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Contingency
Plan, the U.S. Coast Guard On-Scene Coordinator (OSC) may use dispersants in
response to a spill that endangers human life, or to prevent or substantially reduce
hazard to human life.  Alternatively, the OSC, with the concurrence of the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) representative to the Regional Response
Team (RRT) and the State of Alaska, may use those dispersants on the NCP Product
Schedule list to mitigate the effects of spilled oil.  In either case, the OSC must examine
conventional response alternatives, such as containment and cleanup, for comparison
to dispersant application.  Dispersant use would be considered only when an effective
conventional response is not feasible or not totally adequate in containing/controlling
the spill.  Figure 1 outlines the logic used by the OSC to determine the feasibility of
chemically dispersing oil spills in environmentally sensitive areas. 

These guidelines are subject to periodic review and update, and are designed to
streamline and expedite the decision-making process.  They allow the timely and
effective use of dispersants as an oil-spill-response tool to minimize environmental
impacts.  The guidelines are to be in force for the application of dispersants in any
marine waters of Alaska.

2. Effects of Dispersants.

Decisions concerning potential dispersant use must be based on an evaluation of
potential impacts from dispersed versus undispersed oil since dispersing a slick at one
site introduces more oil into the water column than would be caused by a surface slick. 
This means that effects on water column organisms may be increased at one site so
that effects can be decreased or eliminated at other sites.  Examples of such
compromises include untreated oil threatening highly aggregated populations of surface
utilizing organisms (migrating or staging populations of seabirds, breeding sites of birds
or mammals) or particularly oil-sensitive coastal areas (spawning, nursery or feeding
areas for fish, salt marshes, seagrass beds), and dispersed oil threatening aggregated
populations of water column organisms (migrating salmon, fish or crab eggs or larvae).

The effects of oiling on marine birds and fur-bearing marine mammals are well-known: 
the extremely long residence time of stranded oil and the resulting high probability of
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chronic impact on both the subtidal benthos and the water column have been illustrated
by the Baffin Island Oil Spill (BIOS) experiment (Boehm, 1983).  Alternatively, the
effects of chemically dispersing oil into the water column are transient, but may be
severe.

For the most sensitive organisms, exposure to hydrocarbon concentrations greater than
0.1 parts per million (ppm) for 96 hours may result in the death of 50 percent or more of
the exposed organisms (Moore and Dwyer, 1974, corroborated for Alaskan species by
Rice et al., 1984); exposure to similar concentrations for lessening periods of time
usually results in declining mortalities.  Because of the proven rapid decline in the
concentrations of hydrocarbons in the water column after the chemical dispersion of an
oil slick, it is expected that mortalities will be low.  Zooplankton, specifically crustacean
larvae and pelagic fish eggs and larvae, are among the most sensitive organisms and
will suffer the largest mortalities.  Larger and non-surface layer-dwelling organisms will
suffer lesser mortalities.  However, predicting the exact expected mortalities is difficult
due to the rapidly changing concentrations of hydrocarbons in the water column.

In theory, if a slick 0.1-1.0 mm in thickness is completely mixed into a static water
column one meter deep, concentrations of dispersed oil of 100-1,000 ppm can be
achieved (Table 1).  In an actual situation, the water column would not be static, and
vertical and horizontal diffusions would rapidly dilute the dispersed oil.  In a series of
field experiments performed off the coast of New Jersey, a dispersed oil concentration
of 100+ ppm was measured in the top one-third meter of the water column one minute
after application of the chemical dispersant.  A second measurement made one hour
after dispersant application indicated that this concentration had declined to 5 ppm.  At
one meter deep in the water column, the maximum concentration of dispersed oil
measured was 30 ppm.  At all depths, the measured concentration of dispersed oil
declined rapidly until it was almost undetectable at 5 hours after dispersant application
(Figure 2; Mackay and Wells, 1983; McAuliffe et al., 1980).

The toxicity of the dispersants presently stockpiled for use in marine waters is low,
compared to that of petroleum hydrocarbons.  For most of the dispersants presently on
the U.S. EPA acceptance list, concentrations of 1 to 30 ppm were lethal to 50 percent
of Mysidopsis bahia, a crustacean zooplankter, exposed to that concentration for 96
hours (Table 2).  M. bahia is an excellent organism to use in toxicity assays as it is
extremely sensitive.

Other marine organisms exhibit LC50's ranging up to 100,000 ppm for these same
dispersants (Table 3).  In any case, the possibility of exposing organisms to
concentrations of 1 ppm (or greater) of dispersants or dispersed oil for 96 hours, as the
result of the dispersion of a real spill, is moderate to low.  This is dependent on the size
of the slick treated and the vertical and horizontal diffusivities in the water under and
around the slick.

The BIOS, an experimental oil spill designed to examine the "worst case" effects of
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dispersant use on the biota of nearshore areas in the Arctic, released chemically
dispersed oil from a diffuser pipe placed near the bottom of the study bay. 
Concentrations of dispersed oil exceeding 160 ppm were measured at one point during
this release.  More widespread and sustained concentrations of 50 ppm for 4 to 5 hours
rapidly declined to 0.03-0.05 ppm (Figure 3).  Subsequent examination and long-term
monitoring over a three year period of the benthic community in this bay revealed that,
while there was some stressing of the organisms as indicated by gaping clams
immediately after the spill, chemically dispersed oil concentrations of this magnitude
and duration had no significant long-term effects on the sediments or the biota (Cross
et al., 1984).  In comparison, a similar amount of oil allowed to strand without treatment
on the beach of a nearby bay is gradually leaching off the beach into the subtidal area,
where it is being accumulated by the benthic organisms.
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Figure 1 - Dispersant Decision Matrix

Oil moving onshore or
into critical area?

Is action required
or desired?

Is mechanical control and
recovery feasible?

Implement Monitor Movements.

Are control/recovery
actions adequate?

Can oil type and condition
be chemically dispersed?

Treat onshore.Control actions. Is a dispersion
operation possible?

Treat onshore.

Will environmental impacts associated with
chemical dispersion be less than those
occurring without chemical dispersion?

Request approval for use of
dispersants using attached

procedures.

YES NO

YES

YES

YES

YES

YES

NO

NO

NO

NOTE:  Immediate threat to life PRE-EMPTS
the necessity to use this matrix.

NO, OR
PARTIALLY
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Table 1.  Concentrations of Dispersed Oil in Water as
Functions of Oil Thickness and Water Depth.

Concentration of Dispersed
  Approximate Oil in Water (ppm) if

Appearance of Oil  Oil Thickness Uniformly Mixed, When the
   on Water      (mm) Water Depth Is:

   1m   2m   5m 10m   20m

Barely visible   4 x 10-5    0.04

Silvery sheen   8 x 10-5    0.08   0.04

First trace of color 1.5 x 10-4    0.15   0.08   0.03

Bright bands of
  color, iridescent

  3 x 10-4    0.3   0.15   0.06   0.03

Colors tend to be
  Dull

  1 x 10-3    1.0   0.5   0.2   0.1  0.05

Colors are fairly
  dark, little
  evidence of
  rainbow tints

  2 x 10-3    2.40   1.0   0.4   0.2  0.1

Brown or black   0.01   10.0   5.0   2.0   1.0  0.5

Black/dark brown   0.1  100.0  50.0  20.0  10.0  5.0

Black/dark brown   1.0 1000.0 500.0 200.0 100.0 50.0
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Table 2. Relative Effectiveness and Toxicity of Some Chemical Dispersants
on U.S.Environmental Protection Agency Approval List to
Mysidopsis Bahia, a Crustacean Zooplankter
(Anderson et al., 1985).

(15bC) (25bC)
Dispersant:Oil Ratio 96-h LC50

Dispersant (DOR90)*   ppm

Atlantol AT-7  0.130      6.6
BP1100WD  0.009      1.4
Finsol OSR-7  0.038  204.0
Arcochem D-609  0.007    29.0
Corexit 9527  0.009    31.9
Corexit 7664  0.500  515.0
Corexit 8667  0.028      2.0
Petrocon N/T#4  0.018    15.0
Ameriod OSD/LT  0.110      6.7
Slick-A-Way  0.240    16.0
Conco K  0.580      3.5
BP1100X  0.150    17.0
Magnus Maritec  0.012      8.0
Petromend  0.008      3.7

*DOR90 is the ratio of dispersant to oil required to disperse 90 percent of the oil (i.e., a
low ratio indicates high effectiveness).
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Table 3. Acute Lethal Toxicity of Some Oil Spill Dispersants to Marine
Organisms--A Selection of Current Data
(modified Wells, 1984).

Species/Stage Dispersant

Threshold Concentrations

Expressed as Four-Day

LC50's, ppmabc

Invertebrates

  Stony coral (Madracis mirabilis)

  Oligochaete (Marionina subterranea)

  Intertidal limpet

    (Patella vulgata)

Shell Dispersant LTXE

Corexit 766

Finasol OSR-2

Finasol OSR-5

BP1100X

BP1100WD

 162 (1 day)

>1000

 3700 (approx.)

 270 (approx.)

Crustaceans 

  Amphipods (Gammarus spp.)

  Mysids (Neomysis sp.)

  Amphipod (Gammarus oceanicus)

  Brown shrimp (Crangon crangon)

  Grass shrimp

    (Palaemonetes pugio)

Water-based dispersants

Petroleum-based dispersants

Water-based dispersants

Petroleum-based dispersants

AP oil dispersant

10 conventional dispersants

7 concentrated dispersants (unnamed)

Corexit 7664

Atlantic-Pacific

Gold Crew

Nokomis-3

>10000

 200 " 130

>4500

-150

 10-100 (1.5 days)

 3300->10000 (2 days)

 2800->10000 (2 days)

>104 (27bC)

 nontoxic (17bC)

 1000 (27bC), 1800(17bC)

 150 (27bC), 380 (17bC)

 140 (27bC), 250 (17bC)

Fish

  Fish larvae (Pleuronectes platessa,

    Solea solea)

  Gobies (Chasmichthys,Luciogobius)

  Stickleback (Gasterosteus aculeatus)

  Dace (Phoxinus phoxinus)

  Coho salmon (Oncorhynchus kisutch)

  Killifish (adult)

    (Fundulus heteroclitus)

Corexit 7664

Shell dispersant LT

Water-based dispersants

Petroleum-based dispersants

Water-based dispersants

BP1100X

AP oil dispersant

(GFC Chemical Co.)

 400

 440-480

 950 " 250

>10000

 1400 " 200

 1700

 Approx. 100 (2 days),

  50-100 (3 days)

aUnless otherwise noted.

bExamples of water-based dispersants are Corexit 7664, Cold Clean 500, and Finasol   OSR-7.

cExamples of petroleum-based dispersants are Corexit 8667, Corexit 9550, and BP-   1100x.
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3. General Alaska Dispersant Use Criteria.

The dispersant use criteria developed for Alaska classify coastal waters into three
dispersant use zones.  In all cases, the use of dispersants will be based on the
determination that the impact of dispersants or dispersed oil will be less harmful than
non-dispersed oil.  These zones are defined by:  1) physical parameters such as
bathymetry and currents; 2) biological parameters such as sensitive habitats or fish and
wildlife concentration areas; 3) nearshore human use activities; and 4) time required to
respond.

a. Zone 1.

The use of dispersants in Zone 1 is acceptable and should be evaluated after
consideration of mechanical means as a response tool to mitigate oil-spill
impacts.  The OSC is not required to acquire approval from EPA or the State of
Alaska prior to use of dispersants in this zone.  However, the OSC will notify the
EPA and the State of the decision as soon as practicable.

Zone 1 is defined as an area in which dispersant use should be considered as a
means to prevent or reduce the amount of oil reaching the shoreline or other
sensitive resources, including:

• endangered or threatened species protected by Federal and State
governments;

• nesting, spawning, breeding, and nursery areas for mammals,
birds, fish, and shellfish;

• fish and wildlife concentration areas where these animals feed,
rest, or migrate;

• sensitive marine habitats, including:

•  seagrass beds
•  kelp beds
•  shellfish beds
•  tidal flats
•  marshes
•  shallow subtidal areas
•  low energy bays and harbors
•  rocky intertidal areas;
•  aquaculture and commercial areas which are shallow

enough to allow impacts from oil spills; and
•  recreational and industrial areas.

Zone 1 areas are characterized by water conditions (depth, distance, and
currents) that will allow dispersed oil to be rapidly diluted to low concentrations,
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and are far enough away from sensitive resources that dispersant operations
would not cause disturbances.  In this zone, there is a significant likelihood that
spilled oil will impact sensitive resources, and an immediate response is required
in order to mitigate environmental consequences.

b. Zone 2.

The use of dispersants is conditional in Zone 2 in order to protect sensitive
wildlife and other resources.  The Federal OSC is required to consult with the
RRT and obtain approval of the EPA and the State of Alaska prior to the use of
dispersants in Zone 2.  A spill in Zone 2 must be continuously monitored and the
need for dispersant-response actions reappraised accordingly.

Zone 2 areas are characterized by water conditions (depth, distance, and
currents) that will allow rapid dilution of dispersed oil to low concentrations, a
sufficient distance from sensitive resources that an immediate response is not
necessary and dispersant operations would not cause disturbances.

c. Zone 3.

The use of dispersants is not recommended in Zone 3.  Dispersants may be
used in Zone 3 if, on a case-by-case basis, it is determined that the disturbance
of the organisms and/or direct exposure to dispersants or dispersed oil would be
less deleterious than the impact of spilled oil.  As in Zone 2, the OSC is required
to consult with the RRT and obtain approval of the EPA and the State of Alaska
prior to the use of dispersants in Zone 3.

Zone 3 is defined as the area immediately in or around the resources requiring
protection, including the resources themselves.  Dispersant use in this area may
disturb resources, may not have adequate time for effectiveness, may directly
expose the resources to dispersants, or may expose other resources to
unacceptably high levels of dispersed oil.  Examples of these resources are
provided below:

` endangered or threatened species protected by Federal and State
governments;

` nesting, spawning, breeding, and nursery areas for mammals,
birds, fish, and shellfish;

` fish and wildlife concentration areas where these animals feed,
rest, or migrate:

` sensitive marine habitats, including:

` seagrass beds
` kelp beds
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` shellfish beds
` tidal flats
` marshes
` shallow subtidal areas
` low energy bays and harbors
` rocky intertidal areas;

` aquaculture and commercial areas which are shallow enough to
allow impacts from oil spills; and

` recreational and industrial areas.

4.  Oil Spill Response Checklist:  Dispersant Use.

The Oil Spill Response Checklist:  Dispersant Use in Zone 1, and the Oil Spill
Response Checklist:  Dispersant Use in Zones 2 and 3 and in Undesignated Areas are
included as Tabs C and D, respectively.  These checklists serve as guidelines for the
FOSC to seek RRT approval for dispersant use.  The FOSC will use the incident
specific information provided in the checklists in conjunction with the "Oil Dispersant
Guidelines for Alaska" as the basis for his/her decision regarding dispersant use.
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TAB A: Specific Guidelines for the Use of Dispersants in Cook Inlet.

General: Because of the presence of large numbers of commercially valuable adult
salmon, that section of Cook Inlet north of a line drawn along the latitude at Anchor
Point north of Kachemak Bay is considered to be Zone 3 during the period from July 1
to August 15.  The general rationale is presented below and illustrated in Figure 4.

a. Upper Cook Inlet (North of Point Possession and North Foreland).  
(See Figure 4)

Upper Cook Inlet is unique because the extreme upper portion contains two
Zone 3 designations (dispersant use not recommended) which are based upon
tidal stages.  During the first three hours of an ebb tide, the Zone 3 boundary is
roughly defined by the five-fathom isobath.  For periods outside this time window,
Zone 3 is defined as the area north of a line between Point Possession and
North Foreland.

A dual Zone 3 designation is needed because dispersant use during a flood tide
could result in relatively high concentrations of dispersed oil impacting shallow
waters or intertidal habitats.  Restricting dispersant use in this area to the ebb
tide period eliminates these concerns while still allowing dispersant use in the
northern portion of Upper Cook Inlet.  Providing the option for dispersant use in
this area is deemed desirable due to:

` the high spill potential;
` the difficulty in mechanically containing spills;
` the extreme tidal fluctuations which rapidly transport spilled oil; and
` sensitive coastal habitats requiring protection from potential oil

contamination.

(1) Zone 3 - Ebb Tide.

The Ebb Tide Zone 3, which exists only during the first 3 hours of an ebb
tide, occurs shoreward of the five-fathom isobath.  This shallower isobath
is used because:  1) the ebb tide will rapidly transport the dispersed oil to
deeper waters; 2) benthic communities in Upper Cook Inlet exhibit
relatively low productivity; and 3) increased water depths from the high
tide stage will enhance dilution capabilities.
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(2) Zone 1 - Ebb Tide.

The Ebb Tide Zone 1, which exists only during the first 3 hours of an ebb
tide, extends outward from the five-fathom isobath.  Dispersant use is
restricted to an ebb tide period to prevent high concentrations of
dispersed oil from being transported to shallow nearshore waters.

(3) Zone 3 - Flood Tide.

The Flood Tide Zone 3 is defined as the area north of a line extending
from Point Possession to the North Forelands, for all periods outside of
the first three hours of an ebb tide.  This designation is necessary due to
the potential for strong tidal currents to rapidly transport high
concentrations of dispersed oil into important shoreline habitats.

b. Middle Cook Inlet - South of a Line Between Point Possession and
North Foreland to East Foreland and West Foreland. (See Figures 4 and 5)

(1) Zone 3.

Zone 3 occurs inshore of the five-fathom isobath near the northeast
shoreline of this section.  The five-fathom isobath is used in this area due
to a lack of fish and wildlife resources and the presence of strong currents
that run parallel to the shoreline.  The Zone 3 designation extends out to
the 10-fathom isobath along the southeast shoreline to provide protection
to the Swanson River estuary area.  Along the west shoreline, the Zone 3
boundary follows the 10-fathom isobath.

(2) Zone 1.

The remaining waters within this Inlet section are designated as Zone 1. 
This designation will allow for an immediate dispersant use decision to
protect important fish and wildlife resources in Cook Inlet.

c. Lower Cook Inlet - South of East and West Forelands.

(1) Zone 3.

Zone 3 occurs inshore of the 10-fathom isobath.  The 10-fathom isobath
provides ample protection to the razor clam beaches and several river
estuaries along the east and west shorelines, including Redoubt Bay
where large numbers of birds seasonally reside.  Around Kalgin Island, a
Zone 3 designation is established along the five-fathom isobath due to
strong currents that run parallel to the shoreline and the two- to five-mile
buffer provided by the five-fathom isobath.  Kachemak and Kamishak
Bays are given special protection through an expanded Zone 3 area due
to the important fishery resources associated with these bays.  The

ENCLOSURE

27 of 58

4-9 Attachment B



F-18

shoreline in the extreme southern portions of Cook Inlet drops off rapidly
resulting in the 10-fathom isobath being located very near the shoreline. 
Consequently, Zone 3 is defined as an area extending one mile out from
the shoreline for areas exhibiting such shoreline characteristics.  The one-
mile buffer distance will allow for dilution of dispersed oil prior to impacting
the shoreline or shallow-water areas.  See Figure 5 for dispersant use
zones.

(2) Zone 1.

Zone 1 is identified as an approximately five-mile wide buffer area
extending outside of Zone 3.  It is believed that the five-mile wide Zone 1
area will provide adequate time to conduct a dispersant response prior to
oil entering the sensitive Zone 3 area.

(3) Zone 2.

The remaining waters within this section of Cook Inlet are designated as
Zone 2.
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TAB B: SPECIFIC GUIDELINES FOR THE USE OF DISPERSANTS IN PRINCE
WILLIAM SOUND

General. The dispersant use guidelines for Prince William Sound focus on the
tanker traffic lanes and reflect the remoteness and fjord geomorphology of the Sound. 
Designation of the tanker lanes primarily as Zone 1 was deemed desirable due to:

` the large volume of oil transported through the sound via these lanes;

` the difficulty in mechanically containing and removing spilled oil; and

` the likelihood that dispersant use would assist in minimizing the
environmental effects of a spill, particularly oil contamination of sensitive
coastal resources and habitats.

Most of the area outside the tanker lanes has been designated as Zone 3 due to the
variety and abundance of biological resources in Prince William Sound.  The general
rationale for the guidelines is presented below.  The specific zones are illustrated in
Figure 6.

a. Port of Valdez and Valdez Arm (North of Latitude 60o 47') - Figure 6.

(1) Zone 3. Tatitlek Narrows and Columbia Bay are designated as
Zone 3.

(2) Zone 2. In general, the areas inshore of the 100-fathom
isobath and north of Rocky Point and Point
Freemantle are designated as Zone 2.
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(3) Zone 1/Zone 2 (Seasonal Designation).

This small portion of Prince William Sound consists almost entirely of
tanker traffic lanes and includes the tanker loading berths at the terminus
of the Trans-Alaska Pipeline.  The Port of Valdez and Valdez Arm also
support sensitive fisheries resources, such as outmigrating juvenile
salmon, herring spawning and rearing areas, immigrating adult salmon;
and commercial fishing activities.  Consequently, this portion of the Sound
has been designated Zone 1 from October 16 to February 28, when
fisheries resources are least abundant; and Zone 2 from March 1 to
October 15, when fisheries resources and harvest activities are at a peak.
 The Zone 2 designation will allow a case-by-case decision on dispersant
use.  Such a decision will be based on the potential for impact(s) to
environmental resources.

b. Main Body of Prince William Sound - Figure 7.

(1) Zone 3.

The majority of the waters within this section of Prince William Sound are
designated as Zone 3.  This provides protection for abundant and diverse
biological resources of these areas and eliminates the procedural
difficulties of classifying the complicated and extensive shoreline.

(2) Zone 1.

The tanker traffic lanes and a variable extending on either side of these
lanes are designated as Zone 1.  The width of this zone is determined by
the need to minimize adverse effects on sensitive resources and the
morphology of the Sound.

c. Hinchinbrook Entrance.

(1) Zone 1/Zone 3.

Hinchinbrook Entrance, which is included in the tanker traffic lanes is
designated Zone 1, with the exception of an area one nautical mile in
radius around Seal Rocks.  The area around Seal Rocks is designated as
Zone 3, reflecting the importance of this area to marine mammals and
seabirds.

d. Copper River Delta (East of Hinchinbrook Entrance) - Figure 8.

(1) Zone 3.

The area inshore of the three-mile (statute miles) territorial limit along the
coast from Cape Hinchinbrook to Kayak Island is designated as Zone 3. 

ENCLOSURE

32 of 58

4-9 Attachment B



F-23

This wide Zone 3 designation provides protection for the coastal
resources and sensitive marsh and tidal flat habitats of the Copper River
Delta area.

(2) Zone 1.

Zone 1 is identified as an approximately five nautical-mile wide buffer
extending seaward of Zone 3.  This width should provide adequate time to
conduct a dispersant response to oil entering the sensitive Zone 3.

(3) Zone 2. The waters seaward of Zone 1 are designated as Zone 2.

e. Montague Island (West of Hinchinbrook Entrance).

(1) Zone 3.

Zone 3 occurs inshore of a line drawn approximately one nautical-mile off
the outside coasts of Montague and Elrington Islands and extending east
to Cape Junken.  In this area, the water depth increases rapidly with
distance offshore.  A distance of one nautical-mile should provide
sufficient depth for adequate mixing and dilution of dispersed oil.

(2) Zone 1.

Zone 1 is identified as an approximately five nautical-mile wide buffer area
extending seaward of Zone 3.  This designation will allow for a rapid
decision on dispersant use to minimize adverse effects on the sensitive
resources in Zone 3.

(3) Zone 2. The waters seaward of Zone 1 are designated as Zone 2.

(4) Zone 1/Zone 2 (Seasonal Designation).

The southern end of Montague Strait--south from a line drawn from the
northern end of Latouche Island to Point Bazil and to a line drawn
between Point Cleare and a point 0.5 nautical-miles south of Point
Elrington (59 55 latitude and 148 15 longitude)--is designated as Zone 1
from October 1 to March 31 and as Zone 2 from April 1 to September 30. 
This dual designation is due to the presence of fisheries resources and
commercial harvest activities as well as the potential use of the area by oil
tankers.
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TAB C: OIL SPILL RESPONSE CHECKLIST:  DISPERSANT USE IN ZONE 1

I. SPILL DATA (TO BE COMPLETED BY RESPONDING PARTY AND SUBMITTED TO FEDERAL ON-
SCENE COORDINATOR)

A. Name of incident:____________________________________________

B. Date and time of incident:  Month/Day/Year__________,   Time________

C. Incident:  Grounding____   Transfer Operations____   Explosion____

Collision____  Blowout____  Other_______________________________________________________

D. Did source burn?  Yes____  No____

Is source still burning? Yes____  No____

E. Spill location:  Latitude________________; Longitude________________

F. Distance (in miles) and direction to nearest land:  ___________________________________;

nearest town________________________________________________________________________

G. Product released:  North Slope Crude____  Cook Inlet Crude____

  Chevron Residual____  Diesel #2____  JP4____  Other:____________________________________

H. Product easily emulsified?  Yes____  No____

I. Product already emulsified?  No____  Light emulsion (0-20%)____

  Moderate emulsion (21-50%)____  Heavy emulsion (>51%)____  Unknown_____________________

J. Estimated volume of released product:  ____________________________  gals____  bbls____

K. Estimated volume of product potentially released:  ________________  gals____  bbls____

L. Release status:  Continuous____  Intermittent____ 

  One time only, now stopped____

  If continuous or intermittent, specify rate of release:  __________  gals____  bbls____

M. Estimated water surface covered (square miles):  ______________________________________
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II. PROPOSED DISPERSANT USE PLAN (TO BE COMPLETED BY RESPONDING PARTY AND
SUBMITTED TO FEDERAL ON-SCENE COORDINATOR)

A. Reason(s) for requesting dispersant use:  _____________________________________________

B. Will dispersant use be requested in other zones?  Yes____  No____  Maybe____

  If so, which zone(s)?  Zone 2____    Zone 3____

  (Note:  Use of dispersants outside Zone 1 requires submittal of checklist for Zones 2 and 3.)

C. Location of the area to be treated relative to the following, as shown on attached chart:

  Slick/trajectory
  Dispersant zone
  Nearest land

D. Name of the dispersant proposed for use:

  COREXIT 9527____  COREXIT 9550____  OFC D-609____  Other_________________

E. Application Platform(s):  Hercules C-130____  Helicopter____  Vessel____

  Safety plan for applicable platform in place?  Yes____ No____

F. Dispersant dosage goals:

  Ratio of dispersant-to-oil:  1:20____  Other:________________________________________

  Gallons per acre:  ____5 gals per acre   Other:______________________________________

G. Total amount of dispersant to be used:  _________________gals

H. Time of dispersant application: Start time______________  Day______________; 

Finish time______________  Day_____________.

I. Estimated percentage of spill area to be treated:

  1-5%____  6-20%____  21-40%____  41-70%____  71-99%____  100%____

Signature of Requestor:______________________________________________________________

Printed Name of Requestor:___________________________________________________________

Title of Requestor:  ________________________________________________________________

Requestor Affiliation: ________________________________________________________________

Requestor Representing: ________________________________________________________________

Time and Date Request Submitted to Federal On-Scene Coordinator:  ___________________________
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III. FEDERAL ON-SCENE COORDINATOR'S DECISION REGARDING DISPERSANT USE - BASED ON
ARRT GUIDELINES AND DECISION MATRIX (TO BE COMPLETED BY FEDERAL ON-SCENE
COORDINATOR)

Time and Date Request Received by Federal On-Scene Coordinator:  ___________________________

A. ____No dispersants may be applied.

B. ____Dispersants may be used under noted conditions (if any) and in limited or selected
         areas (see attached chart).

C. ____Dispersants may be applied as requested above in Section II.*

*Requests exceeding 20 gallons per acre require Alaska Regional Response Team Approval

Signature of Federal On-Scene Coordinator:  ________________________________________________

Printed Name of Federal On-Scene Coordinator:  ______________________________________________

Time and Date of Decision:  ________________________________________________________________

[ARRT Approved on 4/15/92]
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TAB D: OIL SPILL RESPONSE CHECKLIST:  DISPERSANT USE IN ZONES 2 AND
3 AND IN UNDESIGNATED AREAS

I. SPILL DATA (TO BE COMPLETED BY RESPONDING PARTY AND SUBMITTED TO FEDERAL ON-
SCENE COORDINATOR)

A. Name of incident:  ____________________________________________________________________

B. Date and time of incident:  Month/Day/Year______________________; Time___________________

C. Incident:  Grounding____   Transfer Operations____   Explosion  ____

Collision____  Blowout____  Other_______________________________________________________

D. Did source burn?  Yes____  No____

Is source still burning? Yes____  No____

E. Spill location:  Latitude________________; Longitude________________

F. Distance (in miles) and direction to nearest land: _____________________________________;

nearest town_________________________________________________________________________

G. Product released:  North Slope Crude____  Cook Inlet Crude____

Chevron Residual____  Diesel #2____  JP4____  Other:  ___________________________________

H. Product easily emulsified?  Yes____  No____

I. Product already emulsified?  No____  Light emulsion (0-20%)____

Moderate emulsion (21-50%)____  Heavy emulsion (>51%)____  Unknown____

J. Estimated volume of released product:  ______________________________  gals____  bbls____

K. Estimated volume of product potentially released:  __________________  gals____  bbls____

L. Release status:  Continuous____  Intermittent____ 

One time only, now stopped____

If continuous or intermittent, specify rate of release:  ____________  gals____  bbls___

M. Estimated water surface covered (square miles):  ______________________________________

ENCLOSURE

39 of 58

4-9 Attachment B



F-30

II. WEATHER AND WATER CONDITIONS AT THE TIME AND LOCATION OF SPILL (TO BE
COMPLETED BY RESPONDING PARTY AND SUBMITTED TO FEDERAL ON-SCENE
COORDINATOR)

A. Temperature:  Air_________bF  Water________bF

B. Weather:  Clear____  Partly Cloudy____  Overcast____  Rain____  Snow____  Fog____

C. Tidal State:  Slack tide____  Incoming (flood)____  Outgoing (ebb)____

D. Dominant current, net drift:  Speed__________knots  Direction (from)___________________

E. Wind Speed: _______knots     Direction (from):___________

F. Sea state:  Calm____  Choppy____  Swell____Waves: <1ft____  1-3ft____   >3ft____

G. Water depth (fathoms____  feet____):  0-3____  4-10____  11-30____  31-99____  >100____

H. Ice Present:  Yes____  No____; Percent coverage:  <10%____  11-30%____  31-50%  ____

51-100%____

I. Other considerations:  Low visibility____   Rip tides____  Whirlpools____  Eddies____

Other______________________________________________________________________________

NOTE: (1) SEE SECTION IV FOR WEATHER AND WATER CONDITIONS FORECAST (TO BE
COMPLETED BY NOAA SCIENTIFIC SUPPORT COORDINATOR).

  (2) SEE SECTION V FOR PREDICTED OIL BEHAVIOR (TO BE COMPLETED BY NOAA
SCIENTIFIC SUPPORT COORDINATOR).

  (3) RESPONDING PARTY HAS OPTION OF ALSO SUBMITTING INFORMATION ON PREDICTED
OIL BEHAVIOR TO FEDERAL ON-SCENE COORDINATOR.

III. PROPOSED DISPERSANT USE PLAN (TO BE COMPLETED BY RESPONDING PARTY AND
SUBMITTED TO FEDERAL ON-SCENE COORDINATOR)

A. Reason(s) for requesting dispersant use:                                              

B. Dispersant zone where dispersant would be applied (check one or more):
Zone 1     Zone 2     Zone 3    

C. Location of area to be treated relative to the following, as shown on attached chart:

Slick/Trajectory
Dispersant zone
Nearest land

D. Name of dispersant proposed for use:

COREXIT 9527       COREXIT 550       OFC C-609       Other                           

E. Application platform(s): Hercules C-130      Helicopter     Vessel     
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Safety plan for applicable platform in place Yes      No    

 F. Dispersant dosage goals:

Ratio of dispersant-to-oil: 1:20     Other                                          

Gallons per acre:  5 gals per acre      Other                                       

 G. Total amount of dispersant to be used:            gals

 H. Time of dispersant application:  Start time                Day        ;

Finish time               Day           

 I. Estimated percentage of spill area to be treated:

1-5%      6-20%      21-40%      41-70%      71-99%      100%    

Signature of Requestor:          ___________________________________________________________

Printed Name of Requestor:       ___________________________________________________________

Title of Requestor:              ___________________________________________________________

Requestor Affiliation:           ___________________________________________________________

Requestor Representing:          ___________________________________________________________

Time and Date Request Submitted to Federal On-Scene Coordinator:  __________________________

IV. WEATHER AND WATER CONDITION FORECAST FROM TIME OF SPILL.  (TO BE COMPLETED BY
NOAA SCIENTIFIC SUPPORT COORDINATOR)

A. Wind Speed (knots):

24-hour projection:  ______________________

48-hour projection:  ______________________

B. Wind Direction (from):

24-hour projection:  ______________________

48-hour projection:  ______________________

C. Sea conditions:

24-hour projection:

Calm____  Choppy____  Waves <1ft____  Waves 1-3 ft____ Waves >3ft____

48-hour projection:

Calm____  Choppy____  Waves <1ft____  Waves 1-3 ft____  Waves >3ft____
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D. Tidal information for three tidal cycles (see attached graph).

E. Dominant current (net drift):

  Speed:  __________________________knots Direction (from):  _______________

V. PREDICTED OIL BEHAVIOR (TO BE COMPLETED BY NOAA SCIENTIFIC SUPPORT
COORDINATOR)

Untreated oil forecast:

Estimated trajectory (see attached graph):  _____________________________________________

Expected area(s) and time(s) of land fall:  _____________________________________________

Estimated percent naturally dispersed and evaporated within first 24 hours:  ___________

ENCLOSURE

42 of 58

4-9 Attachment B



F-33

VI. RESOURCES AT RISK (TO BE COMPLETED BY RESOURCE AGENCIES)

A. Habitats (see attached charts):

____Sheltered tidal flats

____Coastal marshes

____Other

B. Biological Resources (see attached charts):

Distribution Estimated Numbers of Individuals

Taxon General Concentrated 1-10 11-50 51-100 101-1000 >1000

Endangered/Threatened Species

1.

2.

3.

Non-Endangered/Threatened Species

Sea otters

Fur seals

Other seals

Toothed whales

Baleen whales

Polar bears

Walrus

Waterfowl

Seabirds

Diving birds

Shorebirds

Raptors

Ungulates

Bears (Brown & Black)

Furbearers
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Fish:

Pelagic & Larval_______________________________________________________

Bottomfish:  __________________________________________________________

Intertidal mollusks:  _________________________________________________

Crustacea: ____________________________________________________________

C. Human Resources:

Commercial facilities and enterprises______(see attached chart)

Public facilities and enterprises______(see attached chart)

Historic and archaeologic resources:

Present____, (Appropriate information to be provided to FOSC)

Not present____

Unknown____

Commercial harvest areas:

Generally distributed____

Concentrated______(see attached chart)

Subsistence harvest areas:

Generally distributed____

Concentrated______(see attached chart)

VII. FEDERAL ON-SCENE COORDINATOR'S EVALUATION OF RESPONSE OPTIONS (TO BE
COMPLETED BY FEDERAL ON-SCENE COORDINATOR)

A. Has mechanical clean-up been fully evaluated?  Yes____  No____

B. Has in-situ burning been fully evaluated?  Yes____  No____

C. Why is dispersant use necessary?  _____________________________________________________

D. Will dispersants be used in addition to mechanical recovery and/or in-situ burning?

Yes____  No____

E. Will dispersants be used instead of mechanical recovery and/or in-situ burning?

Yes____  No____
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VIII. ALASKA REGIONAL RESPONSE TEAM RECOMMENDATION TO FEDERAL ON-SCENE
COORDINATOR REGARDING DISPERSANT USE (TO BE COMPLETED BY ALASKA REGIONAL
RESPONSE TEAM CO-CHAIRMAN)

Time and Date Request Received by Alaska Regional Response Team Co-Chairman:  _______________

A. ____No dispersants may be applied.

B. ____Dispersants may be used under noted conditions (if any) in limited or selected areas (see
attached chart).

C. ____Dispersants may be applied as requested above in Section III.*

*Requests exceeding 20 gallons per acre require Alaska Regional Response Team approval

Signature of Alaska Regional Response Team Co-Chairman:  ____________________________________

Printed Name of Alaska Regional Response Team Co-Chairman:  _________________________________

Time and Date of Recommendation:  ________________________________________________________

IX. FEDERAL ON-SCENE COORDINATOR'S DECISION REGARDING DISPERSANT USE (TO BE
COMPLETED BY FEDERAL ON-SCENE COORDINATOR)

Time and Date Request Received by Federal On-Scene Coordinator:  ___________________________

A. ____No dispersants may be applied.

B. ____Dispersants may be used under noted conditions (if any) in limited or selected areas (see
attached chart).

C. ____Dispersants may be applied as requested above in Section III.

Signature of Federal On-Scene Coordinator:  _________________________________________________

Printed Name of Federal On-Scene Coordinator:  ______________________________________________

Time and Date of Decision:  _______________________________________________________________

[ARRT Approved on 4/15/92]
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Environmental Protection Agency 

that the comments contain significant 
information not contained elsewhere in 
the administrative record file which 
could not have been submitted during 
the public comment period and which 
substantially support the need to sig
nificantly alter the response action. 
All such comments and any responses 
thereto shall be placed in the adminis
trative record file. 

Subpart J—Use of Dispersants and
Other Chemicals 

SOURCE: 59 FR 47453, Sept. 15, 1994, unless 
otherwise noted. 

§ 300.900 General. 

(a) Section 311(d)(2)(G) of the CWA 
requires that EPA prepare a schedule 
of dispersants, other chemicals, and 
other spill mitigating devices and sub
stances, if any, that may be used in 
carrying out the NCP. This subpart 
makes provisions for such a schedule. 

(b) This subpart applies to the navi-
gable waters of the United States and 
adjoining shorelines, the waters of the 
contiguous zone, and the high seas be
yond the contiguous zone in connection 
with activities under the Outer Conti
nental Shelf Lands Act, activities 
under the Deepwater Port Act of 1974, 
or activities that may affect natural 
resources belonging to, appertaining 
to, or under the exclusive management 
authority of the United States, includ
ing resources under the Magnuson 
Fishery Conservation and Management 
Act of 1976. 

(c) This subpart applies to the use of 
any chemical agents or other additives 
as defined in subpart A of this part 
that may be used to remove or control 
oil discharges. 

§ 300.905 NCP Product Schedule. 
(a) Oil Discharges. (1) EPA shall main

tain a schedule of dispersants and 
other chemical or bioremediation prod
ucts that may be authorized for use on 
oil discharges in accordance with the 
procedures set forth in § 300.910. This 
schedule, called the NCP Product 
Schedule, may be obtained from the 
Emergency Response Division (5202–G), 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agen-
cy, 1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW., Wash

§ 300.910 

ington, DC 20460. The telephone num
ber is 703–603–8760. 

(2) Products may be added to the 
NCP Product Schedule by the process 
specified in § 300.920. 

(b) Hazardous Substance Releases. [Re
served] 

[59 FR 47453, Sept. 15, 1994, as amended at 65 
FR 47325, Aug. 2, 2000] 

§ 300.910 Authorization of use. 
(a) RRTs and Area Committees shall 

address, as part of their planning ac
tivities, the desirability of using appro
priate dispersants, surface washing 
agents, surface collecting agents, bio
remediation agents, or miscellaneous 
oil spill control agents listed on the 
NCP Product Schedule, and the desir
ability of using appropriate burning 
agents. RCPs and ACPs shall, as appro
priate, include applicable preauthoriza
tion plans and address the specific con
texts in which such products should 
and should not be used. In meeting the 
provisions of this paragraph, preautho
rization plans may address factors such 
as the potential sources and types of 
oil that might be spilled, the existence 
and location of environmentally sen
sitive resources that might be im
pacted by spilled oil, available product 
and storage locations, available equip
ment and adequately trained operators, 
and the available means to monitor 
product application and effectiveness. 
The RRT representatives from EPA 
and the states with jurisdiction over 
the waters of the area to which a pre-
authorization plan applies and the DOC 
and DOI natural resource trustees shall 
review and either approve, disapprove, 
or approve with modification the pre-
authorization plans developed by Area 
Committees, as appropriate. Approved 
preauthorization plans shall be in
cluded in the appropriate RCPs and 
ACPs. If the RRT representatives from 
EPA and the states with jurisdiction 
over the waters of the area to which a 
preauthorization plan applies and the 
DOC and DOI natural resource trustees 
approve in advance the use of certain 
products under specified circumstances 
as described in the preauthorization 
plan, the OSC may authorize the use of 
the products without obtaining the 
specific concurrences described in para
graphs (b) and (c) of this section. 
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§ 300.915 

(b) For spill situations that are not 
addressed by the preauthorization 
plans developed pursuant to paragraph 
(a) of this section, the OSC, with the 
concurrence of the EPA representative 
to the RRT and, as appropriate, the 
concurrence of the RRT representa
tives from the states with jurisdiction 
over the navigable waters threatened 
by the release or discharge, and in con
sultation with the DOC and DOI nat
ural resource trustees, when prac
ticable, may authorize the use of 
dispersants, surface washing agents, 
surface collecting agents, bioremedi
ation agents, or miscellaneous oil spill 
control agents on the oil discharge, 
provided that the products are listed 
on the NCP Product Schedule. 

(c) The OSC, with the concurrence of 
the EPA representative to the RRT 
and, as appropriate, the concurrence of 
the RRT representatives from the 
states with jurisdiction over the navi
gable waters threatened by the release 
or discharge, and in consultation with 
the DOC and DOI natural resource 
trustees, when practicable, may au
thorize the use of burning agents on a 
case-by-case basis. 

(d) The OSC may authorize the use of 
any dispersant, surface washing agent, 
surface collecting agent, other chem
ical agent, burning agent, bioremedi
ation agent, or miscellaneous oil spill 
control agent, including products not 
listed on the NCP Product Schedule, 
without obtaining the concurrence of 
the EPA representative to the RRT 
and, as appropriate, the RRT rep
resentatives from the states with juris
diction over the navigable waters 
threatened by the release or discharge, 
when, in the judgment of the OSC, the 
use of the product is necessary to pre
vent or substantially reduce a hazard 
to human life. Whenever the OSC au
thorizes the use of a product pursuant 
to this paragraph, the OSC is to inform 
the EPA RRT representative and, as 
appropriate, the RRT representatives 
from the affected states and, when 
practicable, the DOC/DOI natural re
sources trustees of the use of a prod
uct, including products not on the 
Schedule, as soon as possible. Once the 
threat to human life has subsided, the 
continued use of a product shall be in 

40 CFR Ch. I (7–1–03 Edition) 

accordance with paragraphs (a), (b), 
and (c) of this section. 

(e) Sinking agents shall not be au-
thorized for application to oil dis
charges. 

(f) When developing preauthorization 
plans, RRTs may require the perform
ance of supplementary toxicity and ef
fectiveness testing of products, in addi
tion to the test methods specified in 
§ 300.915 and described in appendix C to 
part 300, due to existing site-specific or 
area-specific concerns. 

§ 300.915 Data requirements. 

(a) Dispersants. (1) Name, brand, or 
trademark, if any, under which the dis
persant is sold. 

(2) Name, address, and telephone 
number of the manufacturer, importer, 
or vendor. 

(3) Name, address, and telephone 
number of primary distributors or sales 
outlets. 

(4) Special handling and worker pre-
cautions for storage and field applica
tion. Maximum and minimum storage 
temperatures, to include optimum 
ranges as well as temperatures that 
will cause phase separations, chemical 
changes, or other alterations to the ef
fectiveness of the product. 

(5) Shelf life. 
(6) Recommended application proce-

dures, concentrations, and conditions 
for use depending upon water salinity, 
water temperature, types and ages of 
the pollutants, and any other applica
tion restrictions. 

(7) Effectiveness. Use the Swirling 
Flask effectiveness test methods de
scribed in appendix C to part 300. Man
ufacturers shall submit test results and 
supporting data, along with a certifi
cation signed by responsible corporate 
officials of the manufacturer and lab
oratory stating that the test was con
ducted on a representative product 
sample, the testing was conducted 
using generally accepted laboratory 
practices, and they believe the results 
to be accurate. A dispersant must at
tain an effectiveness value of 45 per
cent or greater to be added to the NCP 
Product Schedule. Manufacturers are 
encouraged to provide data on product 
performance under conditions other 
than those captured by these tests. 
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§ 300.135 

§ 300.135 Response operations. 
(a) The OSC/RPM, consistent with 

§§ 300.120 and 300.125, shall direct re
sponse efforts and coordinate all other 
efforts at the scene of a discharge or 
release. As part of the planning and 
preparation for response, the OSCs/ 
RPMs shall be predesignated by the re
gional or district head of the lead agen
cy. 

(b) The first federal official affiliated 
with an NRT member agency to arrive 
at the scene of a discharge or release 
should coordinate activities under the 
NCP and is authorized to initiate, in 
consultation with the OSC, any nec
essary actions normally carried out by 
the OSC until the arrival of the 
predesignated OSC. This official may 
initiate federal fund-financed actions 
only as authorized by the OSC or, if the 
OSC is unavailable, the authorized rep
resentative of the lead agency. 

(c) The OSC/RPM shall, to the extent 
practicable, collect pertinent facts 
about the discharge or release, such as 
its source and cause; the identification 
of potentially responsible parties; the 
nature, amount, and location of dis
charged or released materials; the 
probable direction and time of travel of 
discharged or released materials; 
whether the discharge is a worst case 
discharge as discussed in § 300.324; the 
pathways to human and environmental 
exposure; the potential impact on 
human health, welfare, and safety and 
the environment; whether the dis
charge or release poses a substantial 
threat to the public health or welfare 
of the United States as discussed in 
§ 300.322; the potential impact on nat
ural resources and property which may 
be affected; priorities for protecting 
human health and welfare and the en
vironment; and appropriate cost docu
mentation. 

(d) The OSC’s/RPM’s efforts shall be 
coordinated with other appropriate fed
eral, state, local, and private response 
agencies. OSCs/RPMs may designate 
capable persons from federal, state, or 
local agencies to act as their on-scene 
representatives. State and local gov
ernments, however, are not authorized 
to take actions under subparts D and E 
of the NCP that involve expenditures of 
the Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund or 
CERCLA funds unless an appropriate 

40 CFR Ch. I (7–1–03 Edition) 

contract or cooperative agreement has 
been established. The basic framework 
for the response management structure 
is a system (e.g., a unified command 
system), that brings together the func
tions of the federal government, the 
state government, and the responsible 
party to achieve an effective and effi
cient response, where the OSC main
tains authority. 

(e) The OSC/RPM should consult reg-
ularly with the RRT and NSFCC, as ap
propriate, in carrying out the NCP and 
keep the RRT and NSFCC, as appro
priate, informed of activities under the 
NCP. 

(f) The OSC/RPM shall advise the 
support agency as promptly as possible 
of reported releases. 

(g) The OSC/RPM should evaluate in-
coming information and immediately 
advise FEMA of potential major dis
aster situations. 

(h) In those instances where a pos-
sible public health emergency exists, 
the OSC/RPM should notify the Depart
ment of Health and Human Services 
(HHS) representative to the RRT. 
Throughout response actions, the OSC/ 
RPM may call upon the HHS represent
ative for assistance in determining 
public health threats and call upon the 
Occupational Safety and Health Ad
ministration (OSHA) and HHS for as
sistance on worker health and safety 
issues. 

(i) All federal agencies should plan 
for emergencies and develop procedures 
for dealing with oil discharges and re
leases of hazardous substances, pollut
ants, or contaminants from vessels and 
facilities under their jurisdiction. All 
federal agencies, therefore, are respon
sible for designating the office that co
ordinates response to such incidents in 
accordance with the NCP and applica
ble federal regulations and guidelines. 

(j)(1) The OSC/RPM shall ensure that 
the trustees for natural resources are 
promptly notified of discharges or re
leases. 

(2) The OSC or RPM shall coordinate 
all response activities with the affected 
natural resource trustees and, for dis
charges of oil, the OSC shall consult 
with the affected trustees on the appro
priate removal action to be taken. 

(k) Where the OSC/RPM becomes 
aware that a discharge or release may 
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affect any endangered or threatened 
species or their habitat, the OSC/RPM 
shall consult with the Department of 
Interior (DOI), or the Department of 
Commerce (DOC) (NOAA) and, if appro
priate, the cognizant federal land man
aging agency. 

(l) The OSC/RPM is responsible for 
addressing worker health and safety 
concerns at a response scene, in accord
ance with § 300.150. 

(m) The OSC shall submit pollution 
reports to the RRT and other appro
priate agencies as significant develop
ments occur during response actions, 
through communications networks or 
procedures agreed to by the RRT and 
covered in the RCP. 

(n) OSCs/RPMs should ensure that all 
appropriate public and private inter
ests are kept informed and that their 
concerns are considered throughout a 
response, to the extent practicable, 
consistent with the requirements of 
§ 300.155 of this part. 

§ 300.140 Multi-regional responses. 
(a) If a discharge or release moves 

from the area covered by one ACP or 
RCP into another area, the authority 
for response actions should likewise 
shift. If a discharge or release affects 
areas covered by two or more ACPs or 
RCPs, the response mechanisms of each 
applicable plan may be activated. In 
this case, response actions of all re
gions concerned shall be fully coordi
nated as detailed in the RCPs and 
ACPs. 

(b) There shall be only one OSC and/
or RPM at any time during the course 
of a response operation. Should a dis
charge or release affect two or more 
areas, EPA, the USCG, DOD, DOE, or 
other lead agency, as appropriate, shall 
give prime consideration to the area 
vulnerable to the greatest threat, in 
determining which agency should pro
vide the OSC and/or RPM. The RRT 
shall designate the OSC and/or RPM if 
the RRT member agencies who have re
sponse authority within the affected 
areas are unable to agree on the des
ignation. The NRT shall designate the 
OSC and/or RPM if members of one 
RRT or two adjacent RRTs are unable 
to agree on the designation. 

(c) Where the USCG has initially pro-
vided the OSC for response to a release 

§ 300.145 

from hazardous waste management fa
cilities located in the coastal zone, re
sponsibility for response action shall 
shift to EPA or another federal agency, 
as appropriate. 

§ 300.145 Special teams and other as
sistance available to OSCs/RPMs. 

(a) The NSF is a special team estab-
lished by the USCG, including the 
three USCG Strike Teams, the Public 
Information Assist Team (PIAT), and 
the NSFCC. The NSF is available to as
sist OSCs/RPMs in their preparedness 
and response duties. 

(1) The three Strike Teams (Atlantic, 
Gulf, and Pacific) provide trained per
sonnel and specialized equipment to as
sist the OSC in training for spill re
sponse, stabilizing and containing the 
spill, and in monitoring or directing 
the response actions of the responsible 
parties and/or contractors. The OSC 
has a specific team designated for ini
tial contact and may contact that 
team directly for any assistance. 

(2) The NSFCC can provide the fol-
lowing support to the OSC: 

(i) Technical assistance, equipment 
and other resources to augment the 
OSC staff during spill response. 

(ii) Assistance in coordinating the 
use of private and public resources in 
support of the OSC during a response 
to or a threat of a worst case discharge 
of oil. 

(iii) Review of the area contingency 
plan, including an evaluation of equip
ment readiness and coordination 
among responsible public agencies and 
private organizations. 

(iv) Assistance in locating spill re-
sponse resources for both response and 
planning, using the NSFCC’s national 
and international computerized inven
tory of spill response resources. 

(v) Coordination and evaluation of 
pollution response exercises. 

(vi) Inspection of district 
prepositioned pollution response equip
ment. 

(3) PIAT is an element of the NSFCC 
staff which is available to assist OSCs 
to meet the demands for public infor
mation during a response or exercise. 
Its use is encouraged any time the OSC 
requires outside public affairs support. 
Requests for PIAT assistance may be 
made through the NSFCC or NRC. 
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