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LINDA LINGLE
GOVERNOR

MAJOR GENERAL ROBERT G.F. LEE
DIRECTOR OF CIVIL DEFENSE

PHONE (808) 733-4300

EDWARD T. TEIXEIRA FAX (808) 733-4287

VICE DIRECTOR OF CIVIL DEFENSE

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR OF CIVIL DEFENSE
3949 DIAMOND HEAD ROAD
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96816-4435

July 5, 2006

TO: Mr, Laurence K. Lau, Chair
' Hawaii State Emergency Response Commission

FROM: Edward T. Teixeig%‘ﬂm
Vice Director of£ivil Defense

SUBJECT: JULY, 2006 HSERC MEETING

I am unable to attend the July 6, 2006, HSERC meeting due to a conflicting schedule.

I hereby appoint Ken Lesperance from State Civil Defense to represent me at the above meeting
with all the rights as a voting member.



Ekimoto, Beryl Y

From: jebowen@hawaiiantel.net

Sent: Thursday, April 13, 2006 6:40 PM
To: Ekimoto, Beryl Y

Subject: Hawaii County LEPC member list

Membership list.doc

Beryl, attached to this e-mail is the current membership list for the
Hawaii County LEPC. Please transmit this to the HSERC for us. Thank you
very much.

John Bowen



Mr. John Ross [Coordinator (Acting Chair)]
P. O Box 5045
Hilo, Hawaii 96720

Mr. Jan Birnie

Harbors Division, Hawaii St Dept of Transportation
Port of Hilo

Hilo, Hawaii 96720

Dr. John Bowen
176 Halai Street
Hilo, Hawaii 96720

Mr. Aaron Ueno

District Health Office, Hawaii St Dept of Health
P. O. Box 816

Hilo, Hawaii 96720

Mr. John Roney
401 Wainaku Street
Hilo, Hawaii 96720

Mr. Tracy Aruga

Maintenance Dept, Hilo Medical Center
1190 Waianuenue Avenue

Hilo, Hawaii 96720

Mr. Jason Armstrong
Hawaii Tribune Herald
355 Kinoole Street
Hilo, Hawaii 96720

Mr. Larry Kafchinski
Hamakua Energy Partners LP
P. O. Box 40

Honokaa, Hawaii 96727

Mr. Troy Kindred

Hawaii County Civil Defense
920 Ululani Street

Hilo, Hawaii 96720

Mr. Paul Dill
County of Hawaii
25 Aupuni Street
Hilo, Hawaii 96720



CAPT Jason Gushiken

Hawaii County Fire Department
25 Aupuni Street

Hilo, Hawaii 96720

CAPT Aaron Arbles (alternate to Jason Gushiken)
Hawaii County Fire Department

25 Aupuni Street '

Hilo, Hawaii 96720

CAPT Tracy Yanagi (alternate ot Jason Gushiken)
Hawaii County Fire Department
25 Aupuni Street

"Hilo, Hawaii 96720

Ms. Shawndra Holmberg
Hawaii St. Dept of Health
1582 Kamehameha Avenue
Hilo, Hawaii 96720



CHIYOME L. FUKINO, M.D.

LINDA LINGLE
GOVERNOR OF HAWAII DIRECTOR OF HEALTH
STATE OF HAWA“ In reply, please refer to:
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH HEER OFFICE
P.O. BOX 3378

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96801

~ HAWAII STATE EMERGENCY RESPONSE COMMISSION
- - MEETING #63
= <
: = o~ Thursday, July 06, 2006 from 9:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m.
zu = Department of Health
= = 919 Ala Moana Boulevard, 5™ Floor
= Honolulu, Hawaii 96814
W S
AGENDA
1) 9:00 Call to Order Laurence K. Lau, Deputy Director for Environmental Health
Opening Remarks
Approval of Minutes from Mtg #62
2)9:15 LEPC Updates John Ross, Hawaii LEPC Representative

Clifford Ikeda, Kauai LEPC Representative
Scott Kekuewa, Maui LEPC Representative
Carter Davis, Oahu LEPC Representative

3)9:45 EPA Update, TRI Change & Murphy Oil Spill  Mike Ardito, USEPA Region 9 and Matt Bradley,
Photos FEMA Region 9

4) 10:00 HMEP Training Classes and Urban Search Ken Lesperance, SCD
& Rescue Briefing and “Reinvigorating Hawaii
State HAZMAT Exercise Program”

5) 10:20 HMEDP Planning Grant Project Proposals & All LEPC Chairs, Curtis Martin, HEER Office &

Funding Process Ken Lesperance, SCD
6) 10:40 Status of HEPCRA position Curtis Martin, HEER Office
7) 10:45 DOT Letter Regarding Port Fire Fighting Curtis Martin, HEER Office
8) 11:55 TREX Incident on Kauai Curtis Martin, HEER Office

9) 12:05 BREAK
0) 12:10 Status of CAMEO
10) 12:15 Update of Hawaii County LEPC Member List

11) 12:20 State Conference Calling Center



12) 12:25 Letter to DOE Regarding Fire Pal CD
13) 12:30 Other Business

14) 12:40 Schedule next HSERC meeting



1 need your help please.......... , Page 1 of 1

Ekimoto, Beryl Y

From: Clifford lkeda [cikeda@kauai.gov]
Sent:  Wednesday, July 26, 2006 10:23 AM
To: Ekimoto, Beryl Y

Subject: RE: i need your help please..........

You are welcomed. Next scheduled trip is in October; | will also visit Phnom Penh (Killing Fields), Cambodia, for a couple of days,
and Laos for a day.

Don't forget the minutes reflecting the approval of the $15K HMEP Grant to Kauai. | will be needing it soonest.

From: Ekimoto, Beryl Y [mailto:beryl.ekimoto@doh.hawaii.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, July 26, 2006 9:51 AM

To: Clifford Ikeda

Subject: RE: i need your help please..........

thanks cliffy-your input most graciously appreciated!!:)
when you going to thailand again:))

From: Clifford Ikeda [mailto:cikeda@kauai.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, July 26, 2006 9:06 AM

To: Ekimoto, Beryl Y; Scott Kekuewa (E-mail 2); John Ross (E-mail)
Subject: RE: i need your help please..........

For Kauai, Cingular has the best coverage followed by Verizon. Nextel has the worst coverage ...

From: Ekimoto, Beryl Y [mailto:beryl.ekimoto@doh.hawaii.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, July 26, 2006 9:03 AM

To: Clifford Ikeda; Scott Kekuewa (E-mail 2); John Ross (E-mail)
Subject: i need your help please..........

Importance: High

hi guys

i'm in the process of getting a cell phone for use only when i'm out on inspections, statewide
i was wondering what are your carriers--wanted to get the best coverage so i won't run into too much dead
space when i call from wherevers on all the islands

let me know please, will look forward to your replies:)
thank you much!
b:)

have a good rest of the week and weekend!

7/26/2006
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Ekimoto, Beryl Y

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Maria Lutz [lutzm@hawaiiredcross.org]
Thursday, April 13, 2006 3:11 PM

AhulauR@usa.redcross.org; Aiko Holmberg; BatchelorS@usa.redcross.org; Yamashita, Barbara A.; Cummings, John
Il M; Danny Tengan; Okumura, Dianne M.; Dee Cook; Edward Teixeira; Epstein, Paul; Ekimoto, Beryl Y; Judy
Lenthall, Wai, Francine O.; Frederick Burkle Jr.; Glen Badua; gritter@lava.net; Havinne Okamura; Hendrickson, Lisa
Ann; Whealin, Julia M.; LeAnn Barbour; labford@turquoise.net; Leekooslee@aol.com; Shigetani, Marilyn; Zeph
MacNaughton; Nutter, Rachel A.; Mark Osmun; Paul Mullin; Bob Graham; rstercho@scd.hawaii.gov;
rfalkner@bsamail.org; rfukumoto@catholiccharitieshawaii.org; rfujita@pbshawaii.org;
Richard_Soo/SAFETY/HIDOE@notes.k12.hi.us; SmithJudy@usa.redcross.org; Park, Sarah Y., MD;
toby@clairmont.org; takamiyap002@hawaii.rr.com; tadasaemi@aol.com; Tani, Arthur H.; Thom Curtis;
UnderwoodS@usa.redcross.org; Vic Gustafson; yesid romero; Anthony & Dionne Bonilla; John Hirsh; Aki, Kris L
[BUS]; Metcalfe, Anna P; Bart Aronoff; Jackson, William L.; Mohr, Brian L.; Balfour, William D. Jr.;
CRobRES@aol.com; Clem Jung; Conger, Jean T.; connie nakamura; Walter C Dudley; Dwayne Meadows, Gilbert,
Kenneth; h.bracha@va.gov; Jeff_Martin@usw.salvationarmy.org; jchinn@gte.net; Julie Greenly; James Weyman;
Joanne Pettaway; Kimo Chun; Kevin Richards; Rachlin, Kari K. Y.; Ken Lesperance; leimomi@syracusenet.net;
laue002@Hawaii.rr.com; LockwoodG@usa.redcross.org; mary@vrchawaii.org; Samson, Marvis; -
Mei.Chun@usdoj.gov; Mike Sciuto; Martin & Chock, Inc.; Momi Akimseu; Nezette Rydell;
pburns@hawaiianhumane.org

Change of e-mail address

Please make a change to your address books — my e-mail has now changed to lutzm@hawaiiredcross.org
My old e-mail account with road runner is no longer working.

4/17/2006




Ekimoto, Beryl Y

From: Scott Kekuewa [Scott.Kekuewa@co.maui.hi.us]

Sent: Tuesday, May 09, 2006 11:23 AM

To: Ekimoto, Beryl Y

Subject: Re: FW: Returned mail: see transcript for details

B ’

That's because it should be blackburjoOOl@hawaii.rr.com without the "n"
or you could use his work email: joe.blackburn@mauielectric.com

I will call today for the mea ono pua'a, thanks.
scott

>>> "Ekimoto, Beryl Y" <beryl.ekimoto@doh.hawaii.gov> 05/09/06 8:59 AM
>>>

HEY

everytime i try to send joe something--it gets returned--could you check
for me please to see if he changed his email address--thank you much!

let me know if you need me to pick up your manapua--i already asked paul
if he could help me out this thursday right--before they close at 1lpm
laters

b:)

have a good day!

Y,

————— Original Message-----
From: System Administrator
Sent: Tuesday, May 09, 2006 8:48 AM
To: blackburnjoOl@hawaii.rr.com
Subject: Undeliverable: Returned mail: see transcript for details

Your message did not reach some or all of the intended recipients.

Subject: draft march 23, 2006 hserc meeting minutes
Sent: 5/9/2006 8:47 AM

The following recipient(s) could not be reached:

VVVVVVVYVVVYVYVYV

blackburnj00l@hawaii.rr.com on 5/9/2006 8:45 AM

> The e-mail account does not exist at the organization this
message was sent to. Check the e-mail address, or contact the recipient
directly to find out the correct address.

> < orngca-av-07.mgw.rr.com #5.1.1 SMTP; 550 5.1.1 unknown
or illegal alias: blackburnjoOOl@hawaii.rr.com>

>



Ekimoto, Beryl Y

From: Nakai, Leland A [LNakai@honolulu.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, June 06, 2006 9:24 AM

To: Ekimoto, Beryl Y

Subject: Ken L. Presentation

Ken is on the agenda @ tomorrow's ORRT meeting entitled " Reinvigorating
Hawaii State HAZMAT Execise Program". Recommend he also brief the HSERC
on this.

Leland

Sent by GoodLink (www.good.com)




draft march 23, 2006 hserc meeting minutes Page 1 of 1

Ekimoto, Beryl Y

From: Nakai, Leland A [LNakai@honolulu.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, May 09, 2006 2:24 PM

To: Ekimoto, Beryl Y

Subject: RE: draft march 23, 2006 hserc meeting minutes

Hi Beryl,

On the Hawaii LEPC discussion, | heard Larry Lau say that the issues of lack of support & problem w/Hawaii's HMEP project gaining
funding approval should be an agenda item for discussion.

Looks ok otherwise.

Leland

From: Ekimoto, Beryl Y [mailto:beryl.ekimoto@doh.hawaii.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, May 09, 2006 8:47 AM

To: Martin, Clarence (Curtis); Leonida, Sharon L; Aruga Tracy (E-mail); blackburnj001@hawaii.rr.com; Chao.Tin@dol.gov;
chris.takeno@hawaii.gov; cikeda@kauai.gov; eteixeira@scd.hawaii.gov; gary.d.moniz@hawaii.gov; Hasegawa, Jan K.;
hazmat@hawaii.rr.com; jebowen@gte.net; John Ross; jth@hawaii.edu; Kekuewas001@hawaii.rr.com; Lau, Laurence K.;
Lesperance Ken (E-mail); MARIA LUTZ; Nakai, Leland A; Office of Environmental Quality Control;
robert.a.boesch@hawaii.gov; tsmyth@dbedt.hawaii.gov

Subject: draft march 23, 2006 hserc meeting minutes

hi

please review the attached and let me know if i should make any corrections so that i can amend the minutes before the next
meeting which is on july 6th

thank you very much!

have a good day and rest of the week!
b:)

<<62FMIN.DOC>>

ps
draft agenda for july 6th meeting soon to follow:)

5/9/2006



Ekimoto, Beryl Y

From: Ardito.Michael@epamail.epa.gov

Sent: Tuesday, June 06, 2006 5:19 PM

To: Ekimoto, Beryl Y

Subject: RE: amended draft minutes of march 23rd hserc meeting and draft agenda for july 6th hserc
meeting

62FMIN.DOC 63AGENDA.DOC

Beryl,

You may want to add Matt Bradley of FEMA Region 9 to the HSERC agenda.
Even if he is not there physically, he may want to submit a written
report.

There are a few corrections to my section of the minutes from the March
23 meeting.

2) The 20th anniversary of EPCRA will be October 17, 2006.

3) Mike was not here for the December HSERC meeting. He was deployed to
Louisiana for Hurricane Katrina response. (note past tense, not future
tense)

5) The 3 handouts provided were (I'll need to check my notes, but I
think they were) :

- EPA program update

- EPA emergency prevention, preparedness and response cycle brochure
(that's what I provided right?)
- EPA emergency response, prevention and preparedness program annual
report 2005 for Pacific Southwest Region.

"Ekimoto, Beryl

Yll

<beryl.ekimoto@d To

oh.hawaii.gov> Michael Ardito/R9/USEPA/US@EPA,
Michael Ardito/R9/USEPA/USEPA,

06/06/2006 08:20 "Aruga Tracy (E-mail)"

AM <TAruga@hhsc.org>, "Lesperance

Ken (E-mail)"
<klesperance@scd.hawaii.govs>,
Chao.Tin@dol .gov,
chris.takeno@hawaii.gov,
cikeda@kauai.gov,
eteixeira@scd.hawaii.gov,
gary.d.moniz@hawaii.gov,
"Hasegawa, Jan K."
<jan.hasegawa@doh.hawaii.govs>,
hazmat@hawaii.rr.com,
jebowen@gte.net, "Joe Blackburn
(E-mail)"
<blackburjo0l@hawaii.rr.coms>,
John Ross
<rossjohns@netscape.net>,
jth@hawaii.edu,
Kekuewas00l@hawaii.rr.com, "Lau,

1



Lauretice K."
<laurence.lau@doh.hawaii.gov>,
"Lesperance Ken (E-mail)"
<klesperance@scd.hawaii.gov>,
MARIA LUTZ
<lutzm@hawaiiredcross.org>,
"Nakai Leland (E-mail)"
<LNakai@honolulu.gov>, Office of
Environmental Quality Control
<0OEQC@doh.hawaii.govs>,
robert.a.boesch@hawaii.gov,
tsmyth@dbedt .hawaii.gov
cc

"Martin, Clarence (Curtis)?®
<clarence.martin@doh.hawaii.govs>,
"L,eonida, Sharon L"
<sharon.leonida@doh.hawaii.gov>

Subject
RE: amended draft minutes of
march 23rd hserc meeting and
draft agenda for july 6th hserc
meeting

oops
sorry all, i forgot to add the attachments: (
here they are '

<<62FMIN.DOC>> <<63AGENDA.DOC>>
THANK YOU!!:) B

————— Original Message-----

From: Ekimoto, Beryl Y

Sent: Tuesday, June 06, 2006 7:36 AM -

To: ARDITO MIKE (E-mail); ARDITO MIKE (E-mail 2); Aruga Tracy
(E-mail); Lesperance Ken (E-mail); Chao.Tinedol.gov;

chris.takeno@hawaii.gov; cikeda@kauai.gov;
eteixeira@scd.hawaii.gov; gary.d.moniz@hawaii.gov; Hasegawa, Jan
K.; hazmat@hawaii.rr.com; jebowenegte.net; Joe Blackburn (E-mail);
John Ross; jth@hawaii.edu; Kekuewas0Ol@hawaii.rr.com; Lau,
Laurence K.; Lesperance Ken (E-mail); MARIA LUTZ; Nakai Leland
(E-mail); Office of Environmental Quality Control;
robert.a.boesch@hawaii.gov; tsmyth@dbedt.hawaii.gov

Cec: Martin, Clarence (Curtis); Leonida, Sharon L
Subject: amended draft minutes of march 23rd hserc meeting
and draft agenda for july 6th hserc meeting



=

hit

will be making copies of the draft minutes if you don't find any
more discrepancies:)

also let me know if you would like anything else added to the
draft agenda--i'll be asking again when its time for the last call
for agenda items

ps

this is also your friendly reminder that the next hserc meeting is
still scheduled for july 6th, at 919 ala moana blvd., on the 5th
floor and starts at 9am

thank you!
b:)
have a good day!

(See attached file: 62FMIN.DOC) (See attached file: 63AGENDA.DOC)
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Ekimoto, Beryl Y

From: Nakai, Leland A [LNakai@honolulu.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, May 31, 2006 11:02 AM
To: Ekimoto, Beryl Y

Subject: RE: HMEP Project Proposal

By the way, did Curtis discuss the HMEP Planning Grant funding process w/Ken?? Did you brief him on our discussion w/Charlie
Rogoff?? This should probably be discussed under the same agenda topic - HMEP Planning Grant Proposals & Funding Process.

/

From: Ekimoto, Beryl Y [mailto:beryl.ekimoto@doh.hawaii.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, May 31, 2006 10:16 AM

To: Nakai, Leland A

Subject: RE: HMEP Project Proposal

ok-will put on as agenda item

From: Nakai, Leland A [mailto:LNakai@honolulu.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, May 31, 2006 10:06 AM

To: Ekimoto, Beryl Y

Cc: Carter Davis (E-mail)

Subject: HMEP Project Proposal

Hi Beryl, /

If I recall, weren't the LEPCs to present their HMEP Planning Grant project proposals at the next HSERC meeting??

I'm currently working on ours - we will look at doing assessments of the Kailua-Kaneohe areas.

Leland
/ \
Q

X\'
) ('{:

T OF
i
WA

6/1/2006



Ekimoto, Beryl Y

From: Lau, Laurence K.

Sent: Wednesday, May 10, 2006 9:24 AM

To: Ekimoto, Beryl Y

Cc: Martin, Clarence (Curtis)

Subject: FW: draft march 23, 2006 hserc meeting minutes, agenda
Beryl:

Minutes look OK overall, but | added to Gary's comments on interoperability near end.
| do have a format request - to have each numbered item start a new line, it's easier for my old eyes to follow.
I have tried making the changes in the attached.

Next agenda: we should have f/u on fire fighting - you should have received letter to me from Fukunaga.
| also see rept on urban search and rescue, TRI change, Bowen's resignation/"lack of support” o
status of CAMEO? \

>

also fire pal. Do we have a letter for DOE/BOE?

From: Ekimoto, Beryl Y
Sent: Tuesday, May 09, 2006 8:47 AM
To: Martin, Clarence (Curtis); Leonida, Sharon L; Aruga Tracy (E-mail); blackburnj001@hawaii.rr.com; Chao.Tin@dol.gov;

chris.takeno@hawaii.gov; cikeda@kauai.gov; eteixeira@scd.hawaii.gov; gary.d.moniz@hawaii.gov; Hasegawa, Jan K.;
hazmat@hawaii.rr.com; jebowen@gte.net; John Ross; jth@hawaii.edu; Kekuewas001@hawaii.rr.com; Lau, Laurence K.;
Lesperance Ken (E-mail); MARIA LUTZ; Nakai Leland (E-mail); Office of Environmental Quality Control;
robert.a.boesch@hawaii.gov; tsmyth@dbedt.hawaii.gov

Subject: draft march 23, 2006 hserc meeting minutes

hi

please review the attached and let me know if i should make any corrections so that i can amend the minutes before the
next meeting which is on july 6th

thank you very much!

have a good day and rest of the week!

62FMIN.DOC

ps
draft agenda for july 6th meeting soon to follow:)



draft march 23, 2006 hserc meeting minutes Page 1 of 1

Ekimoto, Beryl Y

From: Tracy Aruga [TAruga@hhsc.org]

Sent:  Tuesday, May 09, 2006 9:01 AM

To: Ekimoto, Beryl Y

Subject: RE: draft march 23, 2006 hserc meeting minutes

Hi B,
Looking at your doc, a couple of corrections...

e 1) Um, | didn't say the mayor was going to appoint someone, did 1?7 John B. wanted to have the mayor appoint someone to
the chair position but the LEPC has to elect a person to chair. The LEPC By-Laws states the committee will elect a person.
The mayor cannot appoint someone to the position. So you can put in your minutes that the LEPC will elect a chairperson at
the next meeting.

e 3) The workshop will be held at the UH-Hilo Conference Center.

Mahalo for the excellent work that you do for our everyone!

From: Ekimoto, Beryl Y [mailto:beryl.ekimoto@doh.hawaii.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, May 09, 2006 8:47 AM

To: Martin, Clarence (Curtis); Leonida, Sharon L; Tracy Aruga; blackburnj001@hawaii.rr.com; Chao.Tin@dol.gov;
chris.takeno@hawaii.gov; cikeda@kauai.gov; eteixeira@scd.hawaii.gov; gary.d.moniz@hawaii.gov; Hasegawa, Jan K.;
hazmat@hawaii.rr.com; jebowen@gte.net; John Ross; jth@hawaii.edu; Kekuewas001@hawaii.rr.com; Lau, Laurence K.;
Lesperance Ken (E-mail); MARIA LUTZ; Nakai Leland (E-mail); Office of Environmental Quality Control;
robert.a.boesch@hawaii.gov; tsmyth@dbedt.hawaii.gov

Subject: draft march 23, 2006 hserc meeting minutes

hi

please review the attached and let me know if i should make any corrections so that i can amend the minutes before the next
meeting which is on july 6th

thank you very much!
have a good day and rest of the week!
b:)

<<62FMIN.DOC>>
ps
draft agenda for july 6th meeting soon to follow:)

Confidentiality Notice: This email message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and
may contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure, or distribution is

prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the
original message.

5/9/2006
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Ekimoto, Beryl Y

From: Thomas Smyth [TSmyth@dbedt.hawaii.gov]
Sent:  Tuesday, May 09, 2006 11:59 AM

To: Ekimoto, Beryl Y

Subject: Re: draft march 23, 2006 hserc meeting minutes

Hi Beryl,
My name often is mispelled so no surprise in these minutes. "Smyth" is OK on p. 1 Voting attendees, but on p.6, Item #6, Fire Pal
CD, there was a problem with "Smthye" and later "Smythe" two times. Otherwise OK.

Tom

"Ekimoto, Beryl Y" <beryl.ekimoto@doh.hawaii.gov> To "Martin, Clarence \(Curtis\)" <clarence.martin@doh.hawaii.gov>, "Leonida, Sharon L"

<sharon.leonida@doh.hawaii.gov>, "Aruga Tracy \(E-mail\)" <TAruga@hhsc.org>,
<blackburnj001@hawaii.rr.com>, <Chao.Tin@dol.gov>, <chris.takeno@hawaii.gov>,
<cikeda@kauai.gov>, <eteixeira@scd.hawaii.gov>, <gary.d.moniz@hawaii.gov>, "Hasegawa,
Jan K." <jan.hasegawa@doh.hawaii.gov>, <hazmat@hawaii.rr.com>, <jebowen@gte.net>,
"John Ross" <rossjohns@netscape.net>, <jth@hawaii.edu>, <Kekuewas001@hawaii.rr.com>,
"Lau, Laurence K." <laurence.lau@doh.hawaii.gov>, "Lesperance Ken \(E-mail\)"
<klesperance@scd.hawaii.gov>, "MARIA LUTZ" <lutzm@hawaiiredcross.org>, "Nakai Leland
\(E-mail\)" <LNakai@honolulu.gov>, "Office of Environmental Quality Control"

<OEQC@doh.hawaii.gov>, <robert.a.boesch@hawaii.gov>, <tsmyth@dbedt.hawaii.gov>
cc
Subject draft march 23, 2006 hserc meeting minutes

05/09/2006 08:47 AM

hi

please review the attached and let me know if i should make any corrections so that i can amend the minutes before the next
meeting which is on july 6th

thank you very much!

have a good day and rest of the week!
b:)

<<62FMIN.DOC>>

ps
draft agenda for july 6th meeting soon to follow:)

5/9/2006



On May 27, 2006, at approximately 0805, methyltrichlorosilane (MTS) was released at
Trex Hawaii’s operation in the Lihue Industrial Park Phase II. Trex Enterprises is a high-
tech company that specializes in government and commercial research and development,
primarily in the development of advanced ceramic and other structured materials. The
incident occurred as an employee was transferring MTS from a storage tank to a process
tank. MTS is a colorless, corrosive, flammable liquid, and forms a toxic gas, hydrogen
chloride, when in contact with water or humid air. Reportable quantity of MTS is 500
pounds; with a 1000 pounds or 100 gallons total capacity of the storage tank, 600 pounds
of MTS were released.

A Unified Command was established with representatives from County of Kauai Fire and
Police Departments, Department of Health and Trex Hawaii. The industrial park was
evacuated; foam sprayed inside the containment to suppress the vapors, neutralized,
cleaned and disposed of. As of June 19, 2006, the facility remains closed. Short-term
corrective actions are ongoing; a failure analysis engineer has been engaged to investigate
the root cause of the incident. Long-term corrective actions include plans to upgrade
their system such as installing an automatic foam suppression and a scrubber system to
the containment unit.

This incident has led some members of the Lihue Industrial Park interested in creating an
organization similar to Honolulu’s Campbell Local Emergency Action Network
(CLEAN).



Ekimoto, Beryl Y

From: jebowen@verizon.net
Sent: Tuesday, January 31, 2006 10:15 AM
To: - hfdhazmt-b@co.hawaii.hi.us; jarmstrong@hawaiitribune-herald.com; TAruga@hhsc.org;

ian.birnie@hawaii.gov; pboucher@co.hawaii.hi.us; mcripps@eha.health.state.hi.us;
cdavis@hawaii.rr.com; pdill@keck.hawaii.edu; bekimoto@eha.health.state.hi.us;
cntyfire@interpac.net; hfdmazmt-a@co.hawaii.hi.us; Holmberg, Shawndra E.;
Ikafchinski@hamakuaenergy.com; glauer@beiweb.com; klesperance@scd.hawaii.gov;
roneyj001@hawaii.rr.com; rossjochns@netscape.net; stanley.m.tamura@hawaii.gov; Ueno,
Aaron A.

Subject: Hawaii County LEPC

On December 12, 2005, I submitted to Mayor Harry Kim my resignation as
Chair of the Hawaii County Local Emergency Planning Committee. Although
I have not received a response, I wanted to let you folks know that our
group is presently without an appointed leader.

My resignation was prompted to two factors: significant changes in my
personal life and dwindling support from other agencies. I have told the
Mayor that I would like to continue as a member of the LEPC, however,
just not as the Chair. I have also urged the Mayor to select the new
Chair from among the many people in this County who have thorough
knowledge about and are experienced in our emergency response system. It
is unique in many ways, as we have often discussed at our meetings.

I truly appreciate the efforts that each of you has exerted in our
LEPC?s behalf over the time that you have been a member. This is
measured in years for several of you, of course. Thank you very much for
everything!

John Bowen
Former Chair, Hawaii County LEPC
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Ekimoto, Beryl Y '

From: Tkcol12@aol.com

Sent:  Friday, June 09, 2006 7:01 PM
To: Ekimoto, Beryl Y

Subject: July HSERC meeting agenda

Beryl, it has come to my attention that the agenda for the July HSERC meeting contains an item titled 'discussion of reasons for
John Bowen's resignation’. | request that this item, and any and all similar items, be deleted from the agenda. No one from HSERC
has discussed this matter with me, so any discussion by members of that body will be purely speculative and thus potentially
damaging to me if discussed in my absence. Neither have | authorized anyone to speak on my behalf in this matter. Should this
(these) items not be deleted, | shall have a representative attend this meeting to record the procedures for use in possible future
actions. | am making this request to you at the suggestion of counsel. Note that this is, in effect, a personnel action, and as such it

is strictly protected by Hawaii's privacy laws and must not be discussed in a public forum. Thank you for your prompt attention to
this matter.

John Bowen

6/13/2006



Ekimoto, Beryl Y

From: Ken Lesperance [klesperance@scd.hawaii.gov]
Sent: Friday, June 02, 2006 8:59 AM

To: Tracy Aruga

Cc: Ekimoto, Beryl Y; Martin, Clarence (Curtis)
Subject: RE: Conference Reimbursement

Tracy,

The funds that you used were from the planning side of the grant. That
is administered by DOH HEER Office. I am copying this e-mail to Curtis
Martin and Beryl .Ekimoto. I will coordinate with them on the process.

Ken

————— Original Message-----

From: Tracy Aruga [mailto:TAruga@hhsc.org]

Sent: Tuesday, May 30, 2006 10:05 AM

To: Ken Lesperance

Cc: rossjohns@netscape.net; hcfdfiscal@interpac.net;
beryl.ekimoto@doh.hawaii.gov

Subject: Conference Reimbursement

Aloha Ken,
I hope everything is fine with you.

I wanted to know what is the process I should take to get reimbursed for
the NASTTPO Conference? Should I submit my receipts to the LEPC through
the Fire department and allow the LEPC to get reimbursed from the State?
I know this is the first time we're utilizing the state's grant to fund

a conference so working out the details may be a bit sketchy.

Please advise.
Mahalo, Tracy

Tracy S. Aruga
Safety Officer

Hilo Medical Center
1190 Waianuenue Ave.
Hilo, HI 96720

W - 808-933-0548
Fax - 808-974-4746
tracya350@hhsc.org

Confidentiality Notice:

This email message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of
the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged
information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure, or distribution
is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the
sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the original message.



Ekimoto, Beryl Y

Page 1 of 3

From: Martin, Clarence (Curtis)

Sent: Friday, June 09, 2006 8:37 AM

To: Ekimoto, Beryl Y

Subject: RE: HMEP Planning Grant Due Date !!

Yes, send to Ken and let him know that if we want to use the grant we need to make the MOA work, SCD is the State Grantee and
the one that gets the funding not DOH. The SERC and LEPC are helping SCD.

From: Ekimoto, Beryl Y

Sent:

Friday, June 09, 2006 7:55 AM

To: Martin, Clarence (Curtis)
Subject: FW: HMEP Planning Grant Due Date !!

curtis

this is what leland sent after i sent him ken's response-guess i can shoot leland's comment to ken

tks

From: Nakai, Leland A [mailto:LNakai@honolulu.gov]

Sent:

Friday, June 09, 2006 7:35 AM

To: Ekimoto, Beryl Y
Subject: RE: HMEP Planning Grant Due Date !!

As we discussed, recommend clarification if we missed the boat, or can we still submit projects.

6/22/2006

From: Ekimoto, Beryl Y [mailto:beryl.ekimoto@doh.hawaii.gov]
Sent: Thursday, June 08, 2006 10:12 AM

To: Nakai, Leland A

Subject: RE: HMEP Planning Grant Due Date !!

SHALL | SEND THIS TO THE OTHER LEPCS?
OH BOY, | DON'T KNOW WHAT'S GOING ON:(

From: Nakai, Leland A [mailto:LNakai@honolulu.gov]
Sent: Thursday, June 08, 2006 8:26 AM

To: Ekimoto, Beryl Y

Subject: RE: HMEP Planning Grant Due Date !!

problems.

From: Ekimoto, Beryl Y [mailto:beryl.ekimoto@doh.hawaii.gov]
Sent: Thursday, June 08, 2006 8:21 AM

To: Nakai, Leland A

Subject: FW: HMEP Planning Grant Due Date !!

leland
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this is what ken's answer was

From: Ken Lesperance [mailto:klesperance@scd.hawaii.gov]
Sent: Thursday, June 08, 2006 8:01 AM

To: Ekimoto, Beryl Y

Subject: RE: HMEP Planning Grant Due Date !!

It was due on April 1 this year. We are late. Not my responsibility. From you, | need the progress report.
| will do the rest.

From: Ekimoto, Beryl Y [mailto:beryl.ekimoto@doh.hawaii.gov]
Sent: Thursday, June 08, 2006 8:00 AM

To: Ken Lesperance

Subject: RE: HMEP Planning Grant Due Date !!

ok, but what about the july 1st due date for the hmep grants being due in the dot office??

tks b

From: Ken Lesperance [mailto:klesperance@scd.hawaii.gov]
Sent: Thursday, June 08, 2006 7:52 AM

To: Ekimoto, Beryl Y

Subject: RE: HMEP Planning Grant Due Date !!

Put me on.

From: Ekimoto, Beryl Y [mailto:beryl.ekimoto@doh.hawaii.gov]
Sent: Thursday, June 08, 2006 7:48 AM

To: Ken Lesperance

Subject: FW: HMEP Planning Grant Due Date !!

Importance: High

kb

| LEFT APHONE MESSAGE TOO ON THIS--PLEASE REPLY--ALSO, LET ME KNOW IF | CAN
PUT YOU ON THE AGENDA FOR THE NEXT MEETING REGARDING THE SAME TOPIC YOU
TALKED ABOUT AT THE ORRT

THANKS-take care

are you avoiding me??7:({(

From: Nakai, Leland A [mailto:LNakai@honolulu.gov]
Sent: Thursday, June 08, 2006 6:37 AM

To: Ekimoto, Beryl Y

Subject: FW: HMEP Planning Grant Due Date !!

From: Nakai, Leland A

Sent: Wednesday, June 07, 2006 5:24 PM
To: Beryl (E-mail)

Cc: Carter Davis (E-mail)



Page 3 of 3

Subject: HMEP Planning Grant Due Date !!
Beryl,

According to the minutes of the last HSERC meeting, Ken said that the HMEP grants are due at
the DOT on JULY 1st (last line under other busmess) This is a problem since the HSERC
meeting is on July 6.

Please discuss with Curtis & Ken. Should we send ours in now?? What about the other
counties??

Leland

6/22/2006
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Ekimoto, Beryl Y

From: Ken Lesperance [klesperance@scd.hawaii.gov]
Sent: Monday, June 26, 2006 9:40 AM

To: Ekimoto, Beryl Y; blackburnj001@hawaii.rr.com; Chao.Tin@dol.gov; chris.takeno@hawaii.gov; cikeda@kauai.gov;
Edward Teixeira; gary.d.moniz@hawaii.gov; Hasegawa, Jan K.; hazmat@hawaii.rr.com; jebowen@gte.net;
jth@hawaii.edu; Kekuewas001@hawaii.rr.com; Lau, Laurence K.; lutzm@hawaii.rr.com; Nakai Leland (E-mail); Office
of Environmental Quality Control; robert.a.boesch@hawaii.gov; tsmyth@dbedt.hawaii.gov

Subject: HMEP Planning Funds
Aloha HSERC,
| have been tasked to develop a plan for utilizing the expected remainder of HMEP Planning funds for the current year. While the
HEER Office coordinates the Planning side of the HMEP grant, SCD accepts the grant on behalf of the State. As such, we are
ultimately responsible for use of the grant funds. If we do not utilize the funds, future years may see a reduction in the grant amount.
Last year, we utilized approximately $25,000 of the approximately $43,000 in Planning Funds. This year, we have planned to spend
even less (Honolulu LEPC project). | propose that each LEPC discuss the idea of holding an exercise to test their respective plans
by September 30, 2006. With such a short time to plan, | recommend hiring outside contractors to plan and control the exercises.

We are still required to provide the 20% match. If the LEPCs or HEER Office cannot provide the match using Tier 2 funds, | will
solicit funds from SCD to support the 20% match.

If your LEPC would like to take advantage of this opportunity by holding a drill or table top exercise (full scale exercise would be
- almost impossible with such a short fuse), please be prepared to discuss your idea at the next HSERC meeting.

In future years, we may be receiving additional funding. We will have to have a new plan for spending the funds. | recommend we
develop a long term plan with participation from all four LEPCs on a yearly basis. If there is not a specific study or plan improvement
needed in your county, you could use Planning funds to support exercises.

Please copy all with questions and discussions.

Mahalo,

Ken Lesperance

6/26/2006
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Ekimoto, Beryl Y

From: Clifford Ikeda [cikeda@kauai.gov]

Sent:
To:

Thursday, June 29, 2006 2:56 PM

Nakai, Leland A; Ken Lesperance; Ekimoto, Beryl Y; blackburnj001@hawaii.rr.com; Chao.Tin@dol.gov;
chris.takeno@hawaii.gov; Edward Teixeira; gary.d.moniz@hawaii.gov; Hasegawa, Jan K.; hazmat@hawaii.rr.com;
jebowen@gte.net; jth@hawaii.edu; Kekuewas001@hawaii.rr.com; Lau, Laurence K.; lutzm@hawaii.rr.com; Office of
Environmental Quality Control; robert.a.boesch@hawaii.gov; tsmyth@dbedt.hawaii.gov

Subject: RE: HMEP Planning Funds

Kauai is looking at reducing the remaining amount up to $14,999.99 for professional services; project to be completed before the last
day of September 2006. Provision of the 20% match from other than local government funds will more certainly allow the meeting of
the September 2006 date. Thank you.

————— Original Message-----

From: Nakai, Leland A [mailto:LNakai@honolulu.gov]

Sent: Monday, June 26, 2006 11:36 AM

To: Ken Lesperance; Ekimoto, Beryl Y; blackburnj001@hawaii.rr.com; Chao.Tin@dol.gov; chris.takeno@hawaii.gov; Clifford
Ikeda; Edward Teixeira; gary.d.moniz@hawaii.gov; Hasegawa, Jan K.; hazmat@hawaii.rr.com; jebowen@gte.net;
jth@hawaii.edu; Kekuewas001@hawaii.rr.com; Lau, Laurence K.; lutzm@hawaii.rr.com; Office of Environmental Quality
Control; robert.a.boesch@hawaii.gov; tsmyth@dbedt.hawaii.gov

Subject: RE: HMEP Planning Funds

Ken & HSERC Members,

Carter & | have discussed, and agree on the importance of planning & exercises and that available HMEP grant funds should
be used to the fullest extent. The short time frame suggested, however, given our previous exercise commitments, does not
allow for another exercise to be scheduled in September. We would recommend that exercises be scheduled on the annual

calendar, to allow for adequate planning & commitment of resources.

According to Charlie Rogoff's presentations at NASTTPO, future HMEP grant increases are not locked into the 60/40 formula
and may be reprogrammed. We would recommend that future increases be targeted towards training if we don't have
sufficient planning acitivities scheduled.

Leland

From: Ken Lesperance [mailto:klesperance@scd.hawaii.gov]

Sent: Monday, June 26, 2006 9:40 AM

To: Ekimoto, Beryl Y; blackburnj001@hawaii.rr.com; Chao.Tin@dol.gov; chris.takeno@hawaii.gov; cikeda@kauai.gov;
Edward Teixeira; gary.d.moniz@hawaii.gov; Hasegawa, Jan K.; hazmat@hawaii.rr.com; jebowen@gte.net;
jth@hawaii.edu; Kekuewas001@hawaii.rr.com; Lau, Laurence K.; lutzm@hawaii.rr.com; Nakai, Leland A; Office of
Environmental Quality Control; robert.a.boesch@hawaii.gov; tsmyth@dbedt.hawaii.gov

Subject: HMEP Planning Funds

Aloha HSERC,

| have been tasked to develop a plan for utilizing the expected remainder of HMEP Planning funds for the current
year. While the HEER Office coordinates the Planning side of the HMEP grant, SCD accepts the grant on behalf of
the State. As such, we are ultimately responsible for use of the grant funds. If we do not utilize the funds, future
years may see a reduction in the grant amount.

Last year, we utilized approximately $25,000 of the approximately $43,000 in Planning Funds. This year, we have
planned to spend even less (Honolulu LEPC project). | propose that each LEPC discuss the idea of holding an
exercise to test their respective plans by September 30, 2006. With such a short time to plan, | recommend hiring
outside contractors to plan and control the exercises.

6/30/2006
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We are still required to provide the 20% match. If the LEPCs or HEER Office cannot provide the match using Tier 2
funds, { will solicit funds from SCD to support the 20% match.

If your LEPC would like to take advantage of this opportunity by holding a drill or table top exercise (full scale exercise
would be almost impossible with such a short fuse), please be prepared to discuss your idea at the next HSERC
meeting. ’

In future years, we may be receiving additional funding. We will have to have a new plan for spending the funds. |
recommend we develop a long term plan with participation from all four LEPCs on a yearly basis. If there is nota
specific study or plan improvement needed in your county, you could use Planning funds to support exercises.

Please copy all with questions and discussions.

Mahalo,

Ken Lesperance
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LINDA LINGLE > A PATRICIA HAMAMOTO
SOVERNOR SUPERINTENDENT
PRttt

STATE OF HAWAI'

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
PO..BOX 2360
HONOLULU, HAWAI'| 86804

OFFICE OF THE SUPERINTENDENT

June 14, 2006

TO: Mr. Laurence Lau, Deputy Director for Enviromental Health
Hawaii State Emergency Response Commission :
Departm ? of Health

FROM: Patricia amoto, Supenntendent

SUBJECT: Fire Pal Safety CD, “Stop, Leave It Alone, Get A Grown-Up” — Fire
Pal Software

We appreciate the development of the Fire Pal Safety CD. The Fire Pal Safety CD was
reviewed by staff and the content is developmentally appropriate for students in Grades
1-3. The interactivity of the CD is engaging and the content aligns to what students
should know at early elementary grade levels. The CD is extensive in detail as it covers,
in addition to fire safety and protocol, dangerous materials in the home, garage or
anything families may encounter in their environment.

The Department supports your suggestion to distribute the software to complex areas and
establish programs with schools as their schedules allow.

If you have any questions please call Mr. Jeffrey Piontek, Education Specialist for
Science Education, at (808) 733-9141, ext. 414 or via email at
jeff piontek@notes.k12.hi.us.

PH:JP:Ih

¢: Mr. Glenn Tatsuno, Safety and Security Office
Office of Curriculum, Instruction and Student Support

AN AFFIRMATIVE ACTION AND EQUAL OF-’PORTUNITY EMPLOYER




On May 27, 2006, at approximately 0805, methyltrichlorosilane (MTS) was released at
Trex Hawaii’s operation in the Lihue Industrial Park Phase II. Trex Enterprises is a high-
tech company that specializes in government and commercial research and development,
primarily in the development of advanced ceramic and other structured materials. The
incident occurred as an employee was transferring MTS from a storage tank to a process
tank. MTS 1s a colorless, corrosive, flammable liquid, and forms a toxic gas, hydrogen
chloride, when in contact with water or humid air. Reportable quantity of MTS is 500
pounds; with a 1000 pounds or 100 gallons total capacity of the storage tank, 600 pounds
of MTS were released. :

A Unified Command was established with representatives from County of Kauai Fire and
Police Departments, Department of Health and Trex Hawaii. The industrial park was
evacuated; foam sprayed inside the containment to suppress the vapors, neutralized,
cleaned and disposed of. As of June 19, 2006, the facility remains closed. Short-term
corrective actions are ongoing; a failure analysis engineer has been engaged to investigate
the root cause of the incident. Long-term corrective actions include plans to upgrade
their system such as installing an automatic foam suppression and a scrubber system to
the containment unit.

This incident has led some members of the Lihue Industrial Park interested in creating an
organization similar to Honolulu’s Campbell Local Emergency Action Network

(CLEAN).
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LINDA LINGLE CHIYOME LEAALA FUKING, M.D.

GOVERNOR OF HAWAL OIRECTOR OF HEALTH
STATE OF HAWAIl in ruphy. plasse reler x
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH Pl EHANEER Offce
P.0.Box 3378 )
HONOLULU, HAWAI 96801-3378 06-148 MC
March 28, 2006

Mr. Barry Fukunaga

Deputy Director, Harbors Division
Department of Transportation

79 South Nimitz Highway
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Dear Mr. Fukunaga:

Subject: Port Fuel Fire Fighting

The Hawaii State Emergency Response Commission (HSERC) has reviewed the fire which
occurred on the naptha barge “NAMOKU” at Hilo Harbor Fuel Pier 3 on the night of

July 4, 2004 and found that it could have been catastrophic. Due to the volume and traffic of
naptha and gasoline being on and off loaded at State piers throughout the State, plus expected
growth in that traffic, we recommend that the State Department of Transportation, Harbors
Division upgrade the firefighting capacity at all State fueling piers. We believe that this can be
done during the anticipated renovation and ion preceding the increase of passenger liner
and ferry traffic expected in the next few years. In any event, we strongly recommend increasing
the firefighting capacity.

On July 4, 2004 a sparking pump shaft ignited the fuel barge “NAMOKU” and caused fire of the
naphtha, its cargo. The barge emergency shut down for the delivery pumps was inoperable,
while shore side delivery was shut down with an ensuing overpressure at the barge, which fed
the fire. The barge piping rumbled and groaned but did not burst, and the fire was eventually
extinguished as a firefighter manually shut off the pumps’ fuel supply on the barge. The barge
was kept cool and did not explode because Hilo’s firefighters manned their hoses and kept the
piping cool with a steady stream of water. The firefighters had to perform this work while
standing within the explosion radius of the barge. They would have become casualties if the

naphtha cargo had exploded, as would, people in a portion of Hilo town and on a cruise liner if
nearby.

. Discussion with Coast Guard personnel familiar with fueling operations in other states reveals
that there is a standard procedure and equipment for fighting a fuel fire such as on the Namoku

without endangering the firefighters. This fix involves the installation of trainable unmanned
monitors (remote controlled fire nozzles) supplied by fire pumps to provide an appropriate flow



Mr. Barry Fukunaga
March 28, 2006
Page 2

and reach of water to cool fuel vessels at the fueling connection area of State piers. This allows
water to cool and reduce the potential for an explosion while personnel fall back to a safe
distance. This is a low-tech solution that should be added at all of the State’s fueling piers.

If you have any question, please call Mr. Mike Cripps of the Hazard Evaluation and Emergency
Response Office at 586-4249.

Sincerely,
<« n__—
AURENCE K. LAU
Deputy Director for Environmental Health
Vice Chairman, HSERC

c: Mr. Rod Haraga, DOT
Dr. Chiyome Fukino, DOH
Mr. Fred Nunes, Harbors Division, DOT
Capt. Mason Brown, USCG Sector Hawaii



RODNEY K. HARAGA

UngEL;:g;E DIRECTOR
Deputy Directors
BARRY FUKUNAGA
ey - BRENNON T. MORIOKA
& HE - P OL g BRIAN H. SEKIGUCHI
STATE OF HAWAH INREPLY REFER TO:
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HARBORS DIVISION
79 SOUTH NIMITZ HIGHWAY HAR-EP
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-4898 9869.06
May 3, 2006
TO: LAWRENCE K. LAU, DEPUTY DIRECTOR
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH
FROM: BARRY FUKUNAGA

DEPUTY DIRECTOR - HARBORS
SUBJECT: PORT FUEL FIGHTING

Thank you for your. letter dated March 28, 2006 expressing concerns regarding the events that
took place at Hilo Harbor on July 4, 2004. We appreciate your correspondence notifying us of
the potentially dangerous situation that exists. As the stewards of the commercial harbor system,
we take the responsibility of protecting the public’s safety and welfare very seriously.

We are looking at all measures that will improve the fire fighting capability of the system while
protecting our personnel. In addition, we will soon be embarking in our Statewide Petroleum
Facilities Development Plan. In one of the work tasks, our consultant will be looking at fire
safety requirements at each of our commercial harbors on the four major Hawaiian Islands:
Oahu, Maui, Hawaii and Kauai. We will take your recommendation of remote controlled fire
nozzles under advisement. The Harbors Division intends to implement the plan’s recommended
improvements in the most expeditious manner possible and we will continue to work in a
coordinated manner with our harbor users and government agencies to improve the safety of our
vital facilities.

If you have any questions, please call Fred Pascua, Planning Engineer, of our Harbors Division
Engineering Planning Section at 587-1888.

('\\55")

cC762-



MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT

BETWEEN

THE STATE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
(STATE CIVIL DEFENSE DIVISION)
3949 DIAMOND HEAD ROAD
"HONOLULU, HI 96816-4495

AND
THE STATE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH

919 ALA MOANA BOULEVARD
HONOLULU, HI 96814

I. RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE STATE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH (DOHY):

A

DOH will oversee and administer the planning grant for the U.S. Department of
Transportation's (DOT) Hazardous Materials Emergency Preparedness (HMEP)
grant program and provide the DOT, through State Civil Defense (SCD), a Work
Statement and Project Narrative for planning grant activities.

. DOH will submit bids, prepare purchase orders and contracts as needed for

eligible goods and services to accomplish planning activities. The bidding for
and award of contracts shall be in accordance with applicable Hawaii State laws,
ethics codes, and Federal regulations.

Expenditures will be related to approved activities described in the “Project
Narrative,” “Statement of Work,” and “Description of Supplies and Equipment”
sections of the HMEP planning grant. Amendments to proposed planning

- activities will require DOT written approval.

Matching contributions will be in accordance with HMEP grant program rules that
may require written approval from the DOT. DOH is responsible for maintaining
documentation of matching contributions.

DOH will request reimbursement from State Civil Defense for approved HMEP
planning activities no later than thirty days after the end of the performance
period. The request for reimbursement will include a completed Federal Form
270, a detailed list of vendors paid, description of the expenses and amount,
voucher references, and copies of purchase orders and paid invoices. The
request for funds will be in accordance with the uniform administrative rules for



Federal grants. These planning funds will be obligated (purchase order
prepared) before the end of the performance period to be eligible for
reimbursement.

F. DOH will provide, upon request frém DOT or State/Federal auditors, any
accounting records necessary to document the proper use of the HMEP funds.

Il. RESPONSIBILITIES OF STATE CIVIL DEFENSE (SCD):

A. State Civil Defense (SCD) will be responsible for overseeing and administering
the HMEP training grant program and the overall preparation of the HMEP grant
application each year, with input for the planning section from DOH.

B. SCD will inform DOH in writing of the performance period and amount of HMEP
planning funds allocated each year by DOT. Planning funds will be reimbursed
through journal voucher and not exceed the allocated HMEP grant.

Ill. AMENDMENT PROCEDURES

A. This Memorandum of Agreement shall become effective upon the date hereof
and shall remain in full force and effect until amended by mutual agreement of .
‘all parties hereto or by written notice by one Party (State Civil Defense Division
of the Department of Defense) to the other Panty (State Department of Health),
giving thirty (30) days notice of said amendment.

Pagé 2



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties héreto have éxecuted this Agreement as of the

day, month, and year herein above first written.

Loswinn, Wik

LAWRENCE MIIKE, M.D.
Director of Health
State Department of Health

FEB 11 1998

Date

Qv (2o,

EDWARD V. RICHARDSON
Major General, HIANG
Director of Civil Defense

10 Tl 9¢

Date

. Page 3
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Ekimoto, Beryl Y

From: Kawaoka, Keith E

Sent: Monday, June 26, 2006 9:08 AM

To: Martin, Clarence (Curtis); Ekimoto, Beryl Y

Subject: FW: EPA News Release: EPA settles with Maui County for risk management plan deficiencies

—— A
e

Maui Risk Plan ESAs
Final.doc

————— Original Message-----

From: Higuchi.Dean@epamail.epa.gov [mailto:Higuchi.Dean@epamail.epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, June 26, 2006 6:23 AM

To: R9_OPPA@epamail.epa.gov

Cc: Chicconi.Jennifer@epamail.epa.gov; Takata.Keith@epamail.epa.gov;
Kennedy.John@epamail .epa.gov; Witul.Janice@epamail.epa.gov;
Wesling.Mary@epamail .epa.gov; Kawaoka, Keith E

Subject: EPA News Release: EPA settles with Maui County for risk
management plan deficiencies

This will be going out this morning:
(See attached file: Maui Risk Plan ESAs Final.doc)

For Immediate Release: June 26, 2006
Contact: Dean Higuchi, 808-541-2711, higuchi.dean@epa.gov

EPA settles with Maui County for risk management plan deficiencies
County pays $5,700 in penalties

HONOLULU -- The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has recently
settled with three facilities in Maui County that requires them to pay a
collective $5,700 for failing to review and update risk management plans
for hazardous chemicals by June 2004.

“Facilities need to update their risk management plans to protect
workers, the community and the environment from accidental chemical
releases,” said Keith Takata, director for the EPA Pacific Southwest
region’s Superfund Division. “Maui County has completed the updates to
their plans to meet our requirements.”

The Wailuku/Kahului, Lahaina and Kihei Wastewater Reclamation
Facilities settled under the agency’s expedited settlement agreement
policy with reduced penalties. One-ton cylinders of chlorine are used in
quantities reported at 16,000 pounds or more at each site.

In 2004, an EPA inspector found the deficiencies as a result of an
inspection at the Wailuku facility and review of the three facilities’
risk management plans. The Lahaina and Kahului facilities were each
assessed $1,525, while the Wailuku/Kahului facility was assessed $2,650
in penalties.

The Clean Air Act requires a registered facility to include any new
information in its risk management plan, and to review and update the

plan in five years. Due to changes in the law, all registered

1



facilities were required to update and resubmit their plans by June
2004.



United States Regional Administrator Region 9, Arizona, California
Environmental Protection 75 Hawthorne Street Hawaii, Nevada, Guam
Agency San Francisco, CA 94105-3901 American Samoa,

Northern Marianas Islands
2] EP Environmental
LY 4 News
For Immediate Release: June 26, 2006

Contact: Dean Higuchi, 808-541-2711, higuchi.dean@epa.gov ;
EPA settles with Maui County for risk management plan deficiencies
County pays 85,700 in penalties

HONOLULU -- The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has recently settled with three facilities in
Maui County that requires them to pay a collective $5,700 for failing to review and update risk
management plans for hazardous chemicals by June 2004.

“Facilities need to update their risk management plans to protect workers, the community and the
environment from accidental chemical releases,” said Keith Takata, director for the EPA Pacific
Southwest region’s Superfund Division. “Maui County has completed the updates to their plans to meet
our requirements.”

The Wailukuw/Kahului, Lahaina and Kihei Wastewater Reclamation Facilities settled under the
agency’s expedited settlement agreement policy with reduced penalties. One-ton cylinders of chlorine are
used in quantities reported at 16,000 pounds or more at each site. ‘

In 2004, an EPA inspector found the deficiencies as a result of an inspection at the Wailuku facility
and review of the three facilities’ risk management plans. The Lahaina and Kahului facilities were each
assessed $1,525, while the Wailuku/Kahului facility was assessed $2,650 in penalties.

The Clean Air Act requires a registered facility to include any new information in its risk management
plan, and to review and update the plan in five years. Due to changes in the law, all registered facilities
were required to update and resubmit their plans by June 2004.

##O#



Planning Grant
13™ Budget Period
Project Narrative Statement

The planning grant funds will be used for the followiﬁg activities.

Annual HazMat Exercises for each of the LEPCs.

Update of Emergency Operation Plans

LEPC Support ~

HazMat Explo9 2005 Convention in Las Vegas, Nevada, November 2005

National Association of SARA IIl Program Officials NASTTPO) Convention in Little
Rock, Arkansas, April 2006

APl adi b

Since Hawaii is an island state, meeting to share and discuss information involves substantial
traveling.

HSERC meetings are held quarterly. Each LEPC should follow a similar schedule. A
representative from each of the LEPCs attends each HSERC meeting. The HEPCRA
Coordinator, and a State On-Scene Coordinator with primary responsibility for the county,
attends each LEPC meeting. The only way to reach another island, in a timely manner, is by air.
In the Fiscal Year 05-06, a one-way coupon cost $100.00; a car rental coupon cost $36.00; meal
allowance of $20.00 and parking of $10.00. :

LEPC Mesetings .
Airfare: We are planning for four meetings annually. There are four counties. Two
- HEER representatives fly to twelve of the sixteen meetings. 2x 12x $200=%4,800.00.
Rental Car: 12 meetings x $36=$432.00 :
Meal Allowance: 2 x 12 x $20=$480.00
Parking: 12 x $10=$120.00
Total: $5,832.00

HazMat Explo 9 2005 Convention in Las Vegas, Nevada, November 2005
Airfare: $655.00
Registration: $125.00
Per diem: 7 x $130.00=3910.00
Fare from airport to hotel: 2 x $20.00=$40.00 :
Estimated lodging is $110.00 per day. Excess expense for lodging: 6 x $50.00=$300.00.
Total: $2,030.00

National Association of SARA III Program Officials (NASTTPO) Convention in Little Rock,
Arkansas, April 2006

Airfare: $1350.00

Registration: $300.00

Per diem: 7 x $130.00=$910.00

Fare from airport to hotel: 2 x $20.00-$40.00

Estimated lodging is $116.00 per day. Excess expense for lodging: 6 x $51.00=§306.00

Total: $2,906.00

The total cost for the HSERC and LEPC activities for the year is $10,768.00.



Planning Grant
13™ Budget Period
Project Narrative Statement

The planning grant funds will be used for the following activities.'

Annual HazMat Exercises for each of the LEPCs.

Update of Emergency Operation Plans

LEPC Support :

HazMat Explo9 2005 Convention in Las Vegas, Nevada, November 2005

National Association of SARA III Program Officials NASTTPO) Convention in Little
Rock, Arkansas, April 2006 B

R

Since Hawaii is an island state, meeting to share and discuss information involves substantial
traveling.

HSERC meetings are held quarterly. Each LEPC should follow a similar schedule. A.
representative from each of the LEPCs attends each HSERC meeting. The HEPCRA
Coordinator, and a State On-Scene Coordinator with primary responsibility for the county,
attends each LEPC meeting. The only way to reach another island, in a timely manner, is by air.
In the Fiscal Year 05-06, a one-way coupon cost $100.00; a car rental coupon cost $36.00; meal
allowance of $20.00 and parking of $10.00.

LEPC Meetings
" Airfare: We are planning for four meetings annually. There are four counties. Two
HEER representatives fly to twelve of the sixteen meetings. 2 x 12 x $200=$4,800.00.
Rental Car: 12 meetings x $36=$432.00
Meal Allowance: 2 x 12 x $20=$480.00
Parking: 12 x $10=$120.00
Total: $5,832.00 :

HazMat Explo 9 2005 Convention in Las Vegas, Nevada, November 2005
Airfare: $655.00 :
Registration: $125.00
Per diem: 7 x $130.00=$910.00
Fare from airport to hotel: 2 x $20.00=340.00

Estimated lodging is $110.00 per day. Excess expense for lodging: 6 x $50.00=8$300.00.
Total: $2,030.00

National Association of SARA III Program Officials INASTTPO) Convention in Little Rock,
Arkansas, April 2006
Airfare: $1350.00
Registration: $300.00
Per diem: 7 x $130.00=$910.00 ,
Fare from airport to hotel: 2 x $20.00-$40.00 _
Estimated lodging is $116.00 per day. Excess expense for lodging: 6 x §51 .00=$306.00
Total: $2,906.00

The total cost for the HSERC and LEPC activities for the year is $10,768.00.



Assessment and Analysis of Tier II Facility Releases on
Continuity of Operations (COOP) and-Continuity-of-
\M _Geovernment (COG)for the County of Kauai

Introduction

“ Jurisdictions must be prepared to continue their mi
throughout the spectrum of possible threats from ngi
terrorism. Continuity of Operations (COOP) pla
State and local government and services during §
operations. - [FEMA}”

Kauai, Hawaii. A hazardous materials release at;t;e,;gl;lng the to
disrupt or incapacitate government services.
Junsdlctlons the ability to perform minimu ;

éiiations, essential
th care can be available

ommunity emergency management

programs for critical infrastruétfire
integrated
spem : APy-apprgach should

es of government are able to function during and after a disaster.

 COOP-and-€OGplansmust be tightly integrated. Together, as part of a CEMM
and COG will ensure essential community services in the face of any threat. W/

L



Description: Conduct assessment and analys1s of T1er II fac111ty releases
on Continuity of Operations (COOP and-C 0

Invitation to Bid

anf its effects
v for the

County of Kauai,.and Ve ions-to-susta i P ©8. All work
must be completed by close of busmess (COB) on September 29 2006

Qualification Requirements: Experience in the emergency management and/or
emergency response planning.

Submittal Requirements: Vendors desiring consideration for this project must submit a
clean, single-sided, black-and-white original that can be used to make additional copies.
The submittal must, as a minimum, include the following:

1.
2.

3.
4.

5.
6.

Name, address, contact person and phone number;

List emergency management and/or response planning experiences, qualifications
and projects;

Listing of any subconsultants anticipated to be used on this project;

An indication of the firm’s ability to complete and deliver the work to the Kauai
Local Emergency Planning Committee by close of busmess (COB) on September
29, 2006;

Proposed timeline to complete the project.
Total bid amount.

Scope of Work:

1.
2.
3. Provide recommendations and scope on the adoption of COOP-and-€O@ planning

Identify and conduct an assessment of Tier II facility releases that may affect
government facilities in Lihue, Kauai, Hawaii. ,a/
Provide an analysis of what effects the releases may have on COOP ard-€OG:

and-traimng-for the County of Kauai.



Assessment and Analysis of Tier II Facility Releases on

Continuity of Operations (COOP) and-Continuity-ef-
\N _Government (COG)for the County of Kauai

Introduction

State and local government and services during ¢
operations. - [FEMA]”

Thc Exccuuvc and Legislative Branch of the local

dlsrupt or lncapamtate govemment services.
jurisdictions the ability to perform minimu
disaster.
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protectlo

_programs for critical infrastruétfire
dzi'saster recovery pl integrated
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W

‘Hll

the capability for el :
with local requiremse e} planning includes succession planning, delegations of

and alternate locations. Governments must ensure that elected officials and all
es of government are able to function during and after a disaster.

- COOP-and-€OGpiansmust be tightly integrated. Together, as part of a CEMP&(/)/
Wre essential community services in the face of any threat. W




Description: Conduct assessment and analy51s of Tler I facﬂlty releases gpg
on Continuity of Operations (COOP arrd-€ A

Invitation to Bid

its effects
) for the

County of Kauai,.and cndations-to-susta i P O8. All work
must be completed by close of busmess (COB) on September 29 2006

Qualification Requirements: Experience in the emergency management and/or
emergency response planning.

Submittal Requirements: Vendors desiring consideration for this project must submit a
clean, single-sided, black-and-white original that can be used to make additional copies.
The submittal must, as a minimum, include the following:

1.
2.

3.
4.

5.
6.

Name, address, contact person and phone number;

List emergency management and/or response planmng experiences, qualifications
and projects; '

Listing of any subconsultants anticipated to be used on this project;

An indication of the firm’s ability to complete and deliver the work to the Kauai
Local Emergency Planning Committee by close of busmess (COB) on-September
29, 2006;

Proposed timeline to complete the project.

Total bid amount.

Scope of Work:

1.

2.
- 3.

Identify and conduct an assessment of Tier II facility releases that may affect
government facilities in Lihue, Kauai, Hawaii. (///
Provide an analysis of what effects the releases may have on COOP and-€6G:

Provide recommendations and scope on the adoption of COOP-and-€6& planning
and-raining- for the County of Kauai.



v EPA

United States
Environmental Protection Agency
Pacific Southwest Region

EmerGENCY PREVENTION, PREPAREDNESS, AND RESPONSE
ProGgram UppATE FOR Hawai SERC
MeeTING IN HoNoLULU ON JuLy 6, 2006

PREVENTION, PREPAREDNESS AND RESPONSE A CTIVITIES

EPA Pacific Southwest Annual Environmental Progress Report 2006
The annual progress report for the EPA Pacific Southwest Region’s environmental programs is
available on our Web site at:_ www.epa.gov/region9/annualreport/index.html . Some printed
copies of the report are being made available at today’s HSERC meeting.

EPA Regional Emergency Response, Prevention and Preparedness Year in Review 2005
The EPA’s regional emergency response, prevention and preparedness program annual report 2005
is available (in color) on our Web site at: www.epa.gov/region9/waste/sfund/preparedness05.pdf

HazMat Transportation Workshops A

The U.S. Department of Transportation will be sponsoring three hazmat transportation workshops
in Hawai’i this summer. This free class (no registration costs) will go over regulations that specify
requirements for the safe and secure transportation of hazardous materials in commerce by motor
vehicle, vessel, aircraft and rail car. Some of the topics covered will be training requirements,
packaging, hazard communications and security. The workshop will be held in Honolulu on July
31, in Kahului on August 2, and in Hilo on August 4. For additional information, please call (202)
366-4900 or visit the Web site at: http://hazmat.dot.gov/training/training.htm .

Incident Command System 300 / 400 Training Postponed

The EPA is postponing its sponsorship of Incident Command System (ICS) 300/ 400 (intermediate
and advance) training due to lack of interest and will not be delivering this training in Hilo on July
31 - August 4. EPA will be coordinating with State Civil Defense in Honolulu to deliver this
training sometime in February 2007. If you have already registered for the class, your name will be
kept on file and you will be contacted when the next training date is finalized.



Mid-Year NASTTPO

The "mid-year" NASTTPO (National Association of SARA Title Il Program Officials) conference
will be held Nov. 14 and 15, 2006 during HazMat Explo 10 in Las Vegas. This meeting will be
combined and overlap on the afternoon of Nov. 15 with the EPA Western Regions” Emergency
Prevention and Preparedness Conference that will continue on Thursday, Nov. 16.

EPCRA’s 20™ Anniversary

The twentieth anniversary of EPCRA (Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act)
will be commemorated on Oct. 17 and 18, 2006 at the Holiday Inn in Casa Grande, AZ. Arizona
Commemorates EPCRA (ACE) is expected to be the only national event to honor the anniversary
of EPCRA. (The Mainland Pacific Southwest Regional Response Team 9 will meet at that same

location on Oct. 19.)

A panel discussion about the 20-year history of EPCRA and the future of the program will be held
during the annual Western Regions’ Emergency Prevention and Preparedness Conference at HazMat

Explo 10 in Las Vegas on Nov. 15.

Elevation of EPA’s Homeland Security Program

On May 1, EPA Administrator Stepﬁen Johnson announced that an Associate Administrator will
now direct ERA’s Office of Homeland Security and report directly to him. In the event of an
incident of national significance, the Associate Administrator will serve as the Agency Director of
Emergency Operations and be the principal EPA contact with the Department of Homeland Security
and the White House Homeland Security Council.

EPA Settles with Maui County for Risk Management Plan Deficiencies

The U.S. EPA recently settled with Maui County that required Maui to pay a collective $5,700 for
failing to review and update by June 2004 the risk management plans for three wastewater
reclamation facilities. The Wailuku / Kahului, Lahaina and Kihei wastewater reclamation facilities
settled under the EPA’s expedited settlement agreement policy with reduced penalties. An EPA
inspector found the deficiencies as a result of an inspection at the Wailuku facility and review of the
three facilities’ risk management plans. The Lahaina and Kihei facilities were each assessed $1,525,
while the Wailuku / Kahului facility was assessed $2,650 in penalties.

EPA’s TRI Program Adopts Reporting by NAICS Codes

Owners and operators of facilities subject to Toxics Release Inventory (TRI) reporting must identify
their principal business activities using the North American Industry Classification System (NAICS)
codes beginning with reports due July 1, 2007 for releases and other waste management activities
for the 2006 calendar year. In the past, principal business activities were reported using Standard
Industrial Classification (SIC) codes, so identifying industrial codes is not a new requirement. The
NAICS system is tipdated every five years. The next update is scheduled for 2007. TRI-covered
NAICS codes, if affected by these updates, will be revised accordingly.

Pacific Southwest EPP Program Contact
For more info about U.S. EPA’s Emergency Prevention and Preparedness (EPP) Program for
Hawaii, please confact the liaison, Mike Ardito at (415) 972-3081 or by email at

ardito.michael@epa.gov .
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. _
s APPLICATION FOR

Version 7/03

FEDERAL ASSISTANCE 2. DATE SUBMITTED Applicant Identifier
1. TYPE OF SUBMISSION: 3. DATE RECEIVED BY STATE State Application Identifier
Application Pre-application

(j Construction
D Non-Construction

T construction
_Z Non-Construction

4. DATE RECEIVED BY FEDERAL AGENCY

Federal ldentifier

5. APPLICANT INFORMATION

Legal Name: Organizational Unit:

" Department:
State of Hawaii P Department of Defense
Organizational DUNS: Division:

Civil Defense Division

Name and telephone number of person to be contacted on matters

Address:

Street: . involving this application (give area code)

3949 Diamond Head Rd Prefix: First Name:
r. Kenneth

City: Middle Name

Honolulu Rene

County: |_ast Name

Honolulu Lesperance

State: Zip Code Suffix:

Hawaii 96816-4495

Country: Emai:

klesperance@scd.hawaii.gov

6. EMPLOYER IDENTIFICATION NUMBER (E/N):

Phone Number (give area code) Fax Number (give area code)

Other (specify)

)

[8](s]-[e][o][o]/o][8l[o]i6] (808) 733-4301 ' (808) 733-4287
8. TYPE OF APPLICATION: 7. TYPE OF APPLICANT: (See back of form for Application Types)
™ New W1 continuation. T Revision
If'Revision, enter appropriate letter(s) in box(es)
(See back of form for description of letters.) D D Other (specify)

9. NAME OF FEDERAL AGENCY:

10. CATALOG OF FEDERAL DOMESTIC ASSISTA_NCE NUMBER:

TITLE éName of Program): .
Hazardous Materials Emergency Preparedness, Planning and Training

[2][9]-F]o][3]

11. DESCRIPTIVE TITLE OF APPLICANT’S PROJECT:
Hazardous Materials Emergency Preparedness, Planning and Training

12. AREAS AFFECTED BY PROJECT (Cities, Counties, States, etc.):
Statewide, Hawaii

13. PROPOSED PROJECT

14. CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS OF:

g. TOTAL .
11,151

Start Date: ‘Ending Date: a. Applicant b. Project
10/01/06 09/30/07 Statewide
15. ESTIMATED FUNDING: 16. IS APPLICATION SUBJECT TO REVIEW BY STATE EXECUTIVE
ORDER 12372 PROCESS? :
{a. Federal $ A a. Yes. [] THIS PREAPPLICATION/APPLICATION WAS MADE
- 88,920 - ¥8S- - AVAILABLE TO THE STATE EXECUTIVE ORDER 12372
b. Applicant ls A PROCESS FOR REVIEW ON
¢c. State ,S W DATE:
o '
d. Local Fs ) b. No. ] PROGRAM IS NOT COVERED BY E. O. 12372
e,. O}t(heé 63 22 231 A [ OR PROGRAM HAS NOT BEEN SELECTED BY STATE
n-Kin ' — FORREVIEW :
f. Program income e 17.1S THE APPLICANT DELINQUENT ON ANY FEDERAL DEBT?
L1

T Yes If “Yes” attach an explanation. ¥l No

18. TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF, ALL DATA IN THIS APPLICATION/PREAPPLICATION ARE TRUE AND CORRECT. THE
DOCUMENT HAS BEEN DULY AUTHORIZED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE APPLICANT AND THE APPLICANT WILL COMPLY WITH THE

IATTACHED ASSURANCES IF THE ASSISTANCE IS AWARDED.
a. Authorized Representative :

Vice Director of Civil Defense

efix First Name Middle N
m. l ’ E'dward 'I! e Name
Last Name Suffix
Teixeira
b. Title c. Telephone Number (give area code)

808) 7334301

id. Signature of Authorized Representative

e. Date Signed

Previous Edition Usable
Authorized for Local Reproduction

Standard Form 424 (Rev.9-2003)
Prescribed by OMI_B Circular A-102



Apblicant’s Name:

Awafd Number:

Budget Information — Non Construction Programs

Grant };rogram Function

Catalog of Federal Domestic

Estimated Unobligated Funds

New or Revised Budget

OMBApproval No.0348-0044

or Activity Assistance Number Federal Non-Federal Federal Non-Federal Total
(a) (b)- ) (d) (e) @ - g
1. Planning 20-703 $43,006.00 $10,752.00 $53,758.00
2. Training $45,914.00 $11,479.00 $57,393.00
3. e Bana
‘ s il g
5. Totals $88,920.00 $22,231.00 $111,151.00
fon Bl eanties Srant Pr;.g]:r:rr\,-;;r;t:t.ion:o;Adivit Total
6. Object Class Categories (1) (2) 3) (4) (5)
a. Personnel 7
b. Fringe Benefits |
c. Travel $8,501.00 $5,147.00 $13,648.00
d. Equipment
" e. Supplies - $500.00 $500.00
f. Contractual $34,505.00 $40,267.00 $74,772.00
g. Construction .
h. Other In-Kind $10,752.00 $11,479.00 $22,231.00
i. Total Direct Charges (sum of 6a-6h) $53,758.00 $57,393.00 $111,151.00
i. Indirect Charges v
" k. Totals (sum of 6 and 6} © $5375800| $57,393.00 $111,151.00
?. Program Income | | T |

Previous Edition Usable

Authorized for Local Reproduction

Page 10of 4,

SF-424A (Rev. 4-92)

" Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102




Section C - Non-Federal Resources

(b) Applicant

-(cj State

) ' (d) Other Sources

Section F — Other Budget Information

(a) Grant Program (e} Totals
8. Planning $10,752.00 $10,752.00
9 Training $11,479.00 $11,479.00
10. A
1.
12. Totals (sum of lines 8 -11) $22,231.00 $22,231.00
Section D - Forecasted Cash Needs T me TR S BT T - C
_ Total for 1% Year 1t Quarter 20 Quarter 3 Quarter 4 Quarter
13. Federal
14. Non—Federaf
16. Total (sum of ines 13 and 14) ‘
| Section E - Budget Estimates of Federal Funds Needed for Balance of the Project [ iy ] , )
: - Future Funding Periods (Years)

A (a) Grant Program () FY 2007 {d)FY 2008 (d)FY 2009 (] FY2010 _
16. Planning $43.006.00 $43,006.00 $43,006.00 $43,006.00
17. Training $45,914.00 $45,914.00 $45,914.00 . $45,914.00
18. '

19, _
20. Total (sum of lines 16— 19) . $88,920.00 $88,920.00 $88,920.00 $88,920.00

21. Direct Charges

22 Indirect Charges

23. Remarks

Previous Edition Usable

Authorized for Local Reproduction

Page2of 4

SF-424A (Rev. 4-92)

Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102




SENJAMIN J. CAYETANG

GQVERNOR BRIAN K. MINAA|

DIRECTOR

OEPUTY DIRECTORS
GLENN M. OKIMOTO
JADINE Y. URASAK]

.

STATE OF HAWAII
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
869 PUNCHBOWL STREET ' : DIR-CZ
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-5097 1.1214

IN REPLY REFER TO:

Tune 12, 2001

TO: MR EDWARD T. TEIXEIRA
| " VICE DIRECTOR.
STATE CIVIL DEFENSE

FROM: BRIAN'K. MINAAI ' :
{ DIRECTOR OF TRANSPQRTATION S
S_UBJ'ECT: TRAINING GRANT APPLICATION |
The following statement is provided in response to your inquiry conceming whether the

State of Hawail assesses fees for the transportation of hazardogs materials. -

“The State of Hawaii does not access and collect fees for the transportation of hazardous
materials.” ’ '



91:383-11

C

O
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Y . EXECUTIVE CHAMBERS

wWaRQLULY

| - Tuyl, 1992
JQmum walmES

Mr. Travis P. Dungan, Administrator
Research and Spedal Programs Administration
U.S. Deparument of Transportation

40Q Seventh Sesg, S.W.

Washington, D C. 20550

 Antemtion:  Mr. Charles G. Rogoff, Grants Manager DHM7
' “Hazardous Materials Transportaton Uniform
Safety Act of 1550

Dear Mr Dungan: _
I hereby designate the Civil Defense Division, State of Hawail ngmcm of .

Defense, as the lead agency to administer grants provided m:dcr e Hazzrdous
Materials Transpomnon Uniform Safety Act of 195C.

Major Generzal Edward V. Richardson, Diractor of Civil Defense, and Mr Rov c
Pncc, Sr., Vics Director of Civil Defense, are my dcszgrmcd anthorzed rcprcscma—
 tives. Their mailing addressis:

Civil Defense Division
Department of Defense

State of Hawall

3949 Diamond Head Road
‘Honoluhy, Hawail 363164433

Iappredate your suppon and coofcranon s assisting our hazardous mzt:nzls

emergency response and preparedness programs.
With kndest regards,
| | Sincerely,
/ Sb%l‘w_
JOHN.WATIHEE



HMEP GRANT - STATE OF HAWAII
Progress Report for 13" Budget Period

This report reflects our progress for the Training and the Planning portions of the DOT
HMEP Grant for the 13™ budget period (October 1, 2005 to September 30, 2006).

Training Grant: $45,914 (all of our Federal share) and $11,479 (20% matching State
share) have been committed to hazardous materials training and related activities. As of
July 1, 2006, $6,800 of the Federal share of the grant has been spent as follows:

1. $3,400 was used to support two 8-hour Hazardous Materials Technician Refresher
classes conducted in Hawaii County on May 8 and 9, 2006. The courses
addressed the refresher training requirements of 29CFR1910.120(q)(8)(i) for
Hazardous Materials Technicians.

2. $3,400 was used to support two 8-hour Hazardous Materials Technician Refresher
classes conducted in Kauai County on May 16 and 17, 2006. The courses
addressed the refresher training requirements of 29CFR1910.120(q)(8)(1) for

‘Hazardous Materials Technicians. '

We will utilize the remaining $39,114 to support a Hazardous Materials Technician
Level Chemistry class on Oahu August 21-September 1 and a Hazardous Materials
Technician Level Tactics course on Oahu September 18-29. The 80-hour chemistry
course meets the requirements of 29CFR1910.120(q)(6)(iii)(I) and the 80-hour tactics
course will address the requirements of 29CFR1910.120(q)(6)(iii)(A-H).

Both courses are expected to have 31 participants from the Hawaii County Fire
Department, Maui County Fire Department, and Kauai County Fire Department,
Honolulu Fire Department and State Department of Health.

Course costs are approximately $15,000 each for the Chemistry and Tactics portions.
The remaining funds will be utilized to support air travel expenses for the Kauai,
Hawaii, and Maui County participants.

Planning Grant: $21,000 (of the $43,006 Federal share) and $5,250 (20% matching State
share) had been committed to hazardous materials planning and related activities. The
money is being used as follows: :

1. $21,000 to Honolulu LEPC for a hazardous materials site assessment of the
Kakaako-Waikiki area that will supplement Appendix 6 to Annex S, Hazardous
Materials Response Plan.

The remaining funds will be utilized to support exercises to test the various county
plans. Due to organizational issues, the proposals will be reviewed at the July 6, 2006
HSERC meeting.



PRIMARY POINT OF CONTACT FOR
HAZMAT TRAINING FUNDED BY HMEP GRANTS

I hereby designate Mr. Kenneth Lesperance as the primary point of
contact for coordination training funded under the HMEP grant
program. Mr. Kenneth Lesperance is the HAZMAT Training and
Exercise Coordinator for the Hawaii Civil Defense Agency and as
such is responsible for the coordination of all State-run hazardous
‘materials training. Copies of all course materials delivered under
the grant should be sent to him. You may write or phone him as
follows: - ‘

Mr. Kenneth Lesperance -

HAZMAT Training and Exercise Coordinator
Department of Defense ‘
Hawaii State Civil Defense

3949 Diamond Head Road

Honolulu, Hawaii 96816-4495

Telephone: (808) 733-4300
Fax: (808) 733-4287
Email: klesperance@scd.hawaii.gov

EDWARD T. TEIXEIRA
Vice Director
Hawaii State Civil Defense



Proposed Changes to the Basic Grant

Activitiesfor the Fourteenth Budget Period

No significant changes are proposed. We will basically use the
October 2006 to September 2007 HMEP Planning Grant funds as
originally outlined in the schedule for implementing grant
objectives. As stated in the previous schedule, the funds will be
used to revise and exercise the county hazardous materials plans.



TRAINING GRANT
14™ BUDGET PERIOD
PROJECT NARRATIVE STATEMENT

Our proposed activities for the next budget period will include a continuation of the first
responder training at a level indicated by the results of training needs surveys prioritized
by a SERC review. Our focus will remain on preparedness, prevention, and mitigation in
line with our overall emergency management objectives of saving lives, protecting
property, and preserving the environment.

Due to limited funds, first responders, the county fire departments, have requested
priority be given to Technician 160-hour and Technician Refresher training classes. With
the projected HMEP funding for training, we generally schedule one Technician 160-
hour (80-hour Chemistry and 80-hour Tactics) and four to six 8-hour Technician
Refresher classes.

This year, State Civil Defense will determine HazMat training needs through the four
county LEPCs. At the July 6, 2006 HSERC meeting, the LEPCs will be asked to report
on the specific training needs of each county by December, 2006.

To insure quality control for instruction; participant course evaluations are mandatory for
every class we sponsor. Quality exercises will provide a good measure of the training
program effectiveness in addition to testing the contingency plans supported by HMEP.

State Civil Defense will also utilize HMEP training funds to support travel by State Civil
Defense Representatives to neighbor island LEPC meetings when requested by the
specific LEPCs. In order to properly budget for travel, all LEPC attendance requests
must be made by September 30, 2006. Any funds budgeted for such travel not utilized
will be used to support travel for neighbor island participants in the Hazardous Materials
Technician courses. ' '



HAZARDOUS MATERIALS PROJECTED TRAINING EXPENSES

FY 2007
Equipment ,
Description: Non meeting grant criteria
Cost: $ -
Supplies
Description: Course manuals, computer disks, and administrative supplies
Cost: $500
Contractual
Description: ‘Instructional fees
‘Cost: $55,414
Travel
Description: Travel to neighbor island LEPC meetings
Cost: $2,000

.
B L

BRI Y

TOTAL PROJECTED EXPENSES  $ 57914  GRANT PROJECTIONS
HMEP $45.914.00
EMPG $5,000.00
County (in kind) $7,000.00

TOTAL PROJECTED ALLOCATIONS $57,914




STATE EMERGENCY RESPONSE COMMISSION (SERC)

REVIEW OF HMEP GRANT APPLICATION

The following statement is submitted to comply with the
requirements of Public Law 101-615, Hazardous Materials
Transportation Uniform Safety Act (HMTUSA) of 1990:

I certify that members of the Hawaii State Emergency
Response Commission (HSERC) were provided the
opportunity to review the grant application.

EDWARD T. TEIXEIRA | | Date
Vice Director : -
Hawaii State Civil Defense



' SUPPLIES AND EQUIPMENT

We require computer disks and related supplies to copy and / or develop our training
program and for presentation and distribution to the Hawaii State Emergency Response
Commission. The costs of supplies are not expected to exceed $500.



APPENDIX A

ASSURANCE OF COMPLIANCE WITH
TITLE V1 OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964

. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

The State, Territory/Native American Tribe of _ STATE OF HAWALL

(hereinafter referred to as the "Recipient’) HEREBY AGREES THAT as a condition to receiving any
Federal financial assistance from the Department of Transportation it will comply with Title Vi of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964, 78 Stat. 2£2, 42 U.S.C. 2000d-42 U.S.C. 2000d4 (hereinafter referred to as the Act)
and all requirements imposed by or pursuant to Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Department of
Transportation, Subtitle A, Office of the Secretary, Part 21, Nondiscrimination in Federally-assisted
Programs of the Department of Transportation-Effectuation of Tile VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964
(hereinafter referred to as the Regulations) and other pertinent directives, to the end that In accordance
with the Act, Reguiations, and other pertinent directives, no person in the United States shall, on the
grounds of race, color, sex or national origin, be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits
of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination under any program or activity for which the Recipient
receives Federal financial assistance from the Department of Transportation, and HEREBY GIVES
ASSURANCE THAT it will promptly take.any measures necessary to effectuate this agreement. This
assurance Is required by subsection 21.7(a)(1) of the Regulations.

" More specifically and without limiting the above general assurance, the Recipient hereby gives the
following specific assurance with respect to the project:

1. That the Recipient agrees that each "program” and each *facility” as defined in subsections
21.23(e) and 21.23(b) of the Regulations, will be (with regard to a *program”) conducted, or will
be (with regard to “facility”) operated in compilance with all requirements imposed by, or
pursuant to, the Regulations.

. 2. That the Recipient shall insert the fdlowlng notification in all soﬁcitations for bids for work or
material subject to the Regulations and, in adapted form in ail proposals for negotiated
agreements:

The Recipient, in accordance with Title V1 of the Clvil Rights Act of 1964, 78 Stat. 252, 42
U.S.C. 2000d to 2000d<4 and Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Department of
Transportation, Subtitie A, Office of the Secretary, Part 21, Nondiscrimination in
Federally-assisted Programs of the Department of Transportation Issued- pursuant to
such Act, hereby notifies ali bidders that it will affirmatively insure that in regard to any
contract entered into pursuant to this advertisement, minority business enterprises will
be afforded full opportunity to submit bids in response to this invitation and will not be
discriminated against on the grounds of race, color, sex or national origin in
consideration for an award.

3. That the Recipient shall insert the clauses of Appendix B of this assurance in every contract
subject to the Act and the Regulations.
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4, That this assurance obligates the Recipient for the period during wh'lch Federal financial
assistance Is extended to the project.

5. The Reclpient shall provide for such methods of administration for the program as are found by
, the Secretary of Transportation or the official to whom he delegates specific authority to give
: reasonable guarantee that It, other reciplents, subgrantees, contractors, subcontractors,
transferees, successors in interest, and other participants of Federal financial assistance under
such program will comply with all requirements imposed or pursuant to the Act, the Regulations

and this assurance.

6.  The Reciplent agrees that the United States has a right to seek judicial enforcement with regard
to any matter arising under the Act, and Regulations, and this assurance. '

THIS ASSURANCE Is given In consideration of and for the purpose of obtaining any and all Federal
grants, loans, contracts, property, discounts or otherFederal financial assistance extended after the date
hereof to the Recipient by the Department of Transportation and is binding on it, other recipients, ‘
subgrantees, contractors, subcontractors, transferees, successors in interest and other participants in the
Department of Transportation Program. The person or persons whose signatures appear below are

authorized to sign this assurance on behalf of the Recipients.

DATE

STATE OF HAWAII
(Recipient)

by

(Signature of Authorized Official)
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS
: TRAINING AND PLANNING GRANTS
' CERTIFICATION OF COMPLIANCE WITH GOVERNMENT-WIDE
GUIDANCE ON LOBBYING RESTRICTIONS
(31 U.S.C. 1352)

STATE OF HAWAIT ‘ 20-703
The

(Grant Recipient) : : ' (Grant Number)
certifies, to the best of his or her knowledge and belief, that: |

1) No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of the
Grant Reclpient, to any person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any
agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee or a member of
Congress in connection with the awarding of any Federal contract, the making of any Federal grant, the
making of any Federal loan, the entering into of any cooperative agreement, or modification of any
Federal contract, grant, loan, .or cooperative agreement. '

(2) If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid to any.
person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a member of
Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a member of Congress in connection
with this Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement, the Grant Recipient shall complete and
submit Standard Form-LLL, "Disclosure Form to Report Lobbying,* in accordance with its Instructions.

3) The Grant Recipient shall require that the language of this certification be Included in the
award documents for all subawards at all tiers (including subcontracts, subgrants, and contracts under
grants, loans, and cooperative agreements) and that all subrecipients shall certify and disclose
accordingly.

This certification is a material representation of fact upon which rellance was placed when this
transaction was made or entered into. Submission of this certification is a prerequisite for making or
entering Into this transaction imposed by section 1352, Title 31, U.S. Code. Any person who falls to file
the required certification shall be subject to a civil penalty of not less than $10,000 and not more than
$100,000 for such failure. :

(Certifying Official) (Date)

VICE DIRECTOR OF CIVIL DEFENSE
(Titte)
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CERTIFICATION REGARDING DEBARMENT, SUSPENSION,
AND OTHER RESPONSIBILITY MATTERS

The prospective participant certifies to the best of its knowledge and bellef that It and Its principals:

(a)

(b)

(d)

Are not presently debarred, suspended, propbséd for debarment, declared Ineligible, or
voluntarily excluded from covered transactlons by any Federal department or agency;

Have not within a 3-year period preceding this proposal been convicted of or had a civil
judgment rendered against them for commission of fraud or a criminal offense in
connection with cbtaining, attempting to obtain, or performing a public (Federal, State,
or local) transaction or contract under a public transaction; or violation of Federal or
State antitrust statutes or commission of embezziement, theft, forgery, bribery,
falsification or destruction of records, making false statements, or rece.viiy stolen

property;

Are not presently indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly charged by a government
entity (Federal, State, or local) with commission of any of the offenses enumerated in
paragraph (b) of this certtfication; and

Have not within a 3-year period preceding this application or proposal had one or more
public transactions (Federal, State, or local) terminated for cause or defauit.

| understand that a false statement on this certification may be grounds for rejection of this proposal or '
termination of the award. In addition, under 18 USC Sec. 1001, a false statement may resuit in a fine of
up to $10,000 or imprisonment for up to 5 years, or both.

EDWARD T. TEIXEIRA
VICE DIRECTOR OF 6IV¥iL DEFENSE °

Type Name and Title of .Authorized Representative

Signature of Authorized Representative Date

Cr, alternatively, state:

| am unable to certify to the above statement. My expianation s attached.
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ACTIONS REQUIRED OF RECIPIENTS OF HMEP TRAINING GRANTS

The Federal Hazardous Material Transpoftation Law spe'c:'rﬁés that the Secretary of Transportation cannot
allow the award of training grants unless the State or Territory, receiving such grants has certified that it
will commit to maintaining or increasing the non-Federal expenditures for such activitles, agrees to make

available grant funds to Local Emergency Planning Committees (LEPCs); and certifies compliance with

Sections 301 and 303 of the Emergency Preparedness and Community Right-to-Know Act (EPCRA). To

clarify and expedite the assurances, the following assurance must

representative of the applicant's governing body.

1. | certify that the aggregate expenditure of funds of the State or Territory, .exclusive of

be signed by the duly authorized

Federal funds, for training public sector employees-to respond to accidents and

incidents Involving hazardous materials under EPCRA will be maintained at a Ievel'that

does not fall below the average level of such expenditures for the 2 fiscal years

preceding the grant project.

2. | certify that the State or Territory Is complying with Sections 301 and 303 of EPCRA.

3. { égree that the State or Territory will make available not less than 75 percent of the-
funds granted.to the State or Territory for the purpose of training public sector
employees employed or used by the political subdivisions. '

Typed Name of Authorized Representative

EDWARD T. TEIXEIRA

Title

VICE D&RECTOR
OF CIVIL DEFENSE

Telephone #

(8083233-4300

Signature of Authorized Representative

Date

" HMEP Continuation Application Kit
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ACTIONS REQUIRED OF RECIPIENTS OF HMEP PLANNING GRANTS

The Federal Hazardous Material Transportation Law specifies that the Secretary of Transportation cannot
allow the award of planning grants unless the State or Territory receiving such grant has certified that it
will commit to maintaining or Increasing the non-Federal expenditures for such activities, agrees to make
available grant funds to Local Emergency Planning Committees (LEPCs), and certifies compliance with
Sections 301 and 303 of the Emergency Preparedness and Community Right-to-Know Act (EPCRA). To
clarify and expedite the assurances, the following has been presented for applicants' consideration. For
an applicant to be deemed an “eligible applicant,” the following assurance(s) must be signed by the duly
authorized representative of the applicant’s governing body. .

1. | certify that the aggregate expenditure of funds of the State or Territory, exclusive of
Federal funds, for developing, improving, and Implementing emergency plans under
EPCRA will be maintained at a level that does net fall below the average level of such
expenditures for the 2 fiscal years preceding the grant project. .

2. | certify that the State or Termitory Is complying with Sections 301 and 303 of EPCRA.

3. | agree that the State or Territory will make available not less than 75 percent of the
funds granted to the State or Territory to LEPCs established pursuant to Section 301(C)
of EPCRA by the State Emergency Response Commission. :

p

Typed Name of Authorized Representati Tit Teleph
Yp o epresentative CHAT ,eHAWAII ephone #

LAURENCE K. LAU STATE EMERGENCY §808) 586-4424
RESPONSE COMMISSIQN

Signature of Authorized Representative Date
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CERTIFICATION-DRUG FREE WORKPLACE ACT OF 1988

The recibient certifies that it will provide a drug-free workplace by:

(@)

(b)

(c)

d

(e)

()

@

Publishing a statement notifying employees that the unlawful manufacture, distribution,
dispensing, possession, or use of a controlled substance s prohibited in the recipient’s
workplace and specifying the actions that will be taken against employees for violation
of such prohibition; '

Estabilshing a drug-free awareness program to inform employees about:

1. The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace.;
2. The recipient’s policy of maintaining a drug-free workplace;
3. . Any available drug counseling, rehabilitation, and employee assistance

programs; and

4. The penalties that may be imposed on employees for drug abuse violations
occurring in the workplace; : '

Making it a requirement that each employee to be engaged in the performance of the
project be given a copy of the statement required by paragraph (a);

Notifying each employee in the statement required by paragraph. (a) that, as a condition
of employment under the award, the employee must:

1. . Abide by the terms of the statement; and

2. Notify the employer of any criminal drug statute conviction for a violation.
occurring in the workplace no later than 5 days after such conviction;

Notifying the Award Official within 10 days after recelving notice under subparagraph
(d)2 from an employee or otherwise receiving actual notice of such conviction;

Taking one of the following actions, within 30 days of receiving notice under
subparagraph (d)2, with respect to any employee who Is so convicted:

1. Appropriate personnel action against such an employee, up to and including
. termination; ar -

2. Requiring such employee to participate satisfactorily in a drug abuse assistance
or rehabilitation program approved for such proposes by a Federal, State, or
local health, law enforcement, or other appropriate agency,

Making a good-faith effort to continue to maintain a drug-free workplace through
implementation of paragraphs (a), (b), (c), (d), (e), and (6. ‘
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The recipient shall insert in the space provided below the site(s) for the
performance of work done in conjunction with the specific award.

Place of Performance (street address, city, county, state, zip code)

STATE OF HAWAII

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

CIVIL DEFENSE DIVISION

3949 DIAMOND HEAD ROAD

HONOLULU, HAWAIT 96816-4495

Date

. STATE OF HAWAII

(Recipient)

by

(Signature of Authorized Official)

110
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APPENDIX B

ASSURANCE OF COMPLIANCE WITH
TITLE VI OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

During the performance of this contract, the contractor, for itself, its assignees and successors_ln Interest
(hereinafter referred to as the "contractor”) agrees as follows:

1. Compliance with Regulations: The contractor shall comply with the Regulations relative to
nondiscrimination in Federally assisted programs of the Department of Transportation
(hereinatter, "DOT") Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 21, as they may be amended
from time to time, (hereinafter referred to as the Regulations), which are herein Incorporated by
reference and made a part of this contract. '

2. Nondiscrimination: The contractor, with regard to the work performed by it during the contract,
shall not discriminate on the grounds of race, color, sex, or national origin In the selection and
retention of subcontractors, including procurements of materials and leases of equipment. The
contractor shall not participate either directly or indirectly In the discrimination prohibited by
Sectlon 21.5 of the Regulations, including employment practices when the contract covers.a
program set forth in Appendix B of the Regulations.

3. Solicitation for Subcontracts, Including Procyrements of Materials and Equipment: In all
solicitations either by competitive bidding or negoilation made by the contractor for work to be
performed under a subcontract, including procurements, of materials -or leases of equipment, -
each potential subcontractor or supplier shall be notified by the contractor of the contractor's
obligations under this contract and the Regulations relative to nondiscrimination on the grounds
of race, color, sex, or national origin. .

4, Information and Reports: The contractor shall provide all information and reports required by
the Regulations or directives issued pursuant thereto, and shall permit access to its books,
records, accounts, other sources of information, and ts facilities as may be determined by the
State/Territory/Native American Tribe STATE OF HAWAIL ar the Research
and Special Programs Administration (RSPA) to be pertinent to ascertain compiiance with such
Regulations, orders and Instructions. Where any information required of a contractor is in the
exclusive possession of another who fails or refuses to furnish this Information the contractor
shall so certify to the State/Territory/Native American Tribe of STATE OF HAWATL
or the Research and Special Programs Administration as appropriate, and shall set forth what
efforts it has made to obtain the Information. '

5. Sanctions for Noncompliance: in the event of the contractor's noncompliance with
ngedisgrimination provisions of this contract, the State/Territory/Native American Tribe of STATE OF
shall Impose contract sanctions as It or the Research and Speclal Programs »
Administration may determine to be appropriate, including, but not limited to:
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(a) withholding of payments to the contractor under the contract until the contractor
complies; and/or ' :

(b) cancellation, termination, or suspension of the contract, in whole or In part.

Incorporation of Provisions: The contractor shall include the provisions of paragraphs (1)
through (6) in every subcontract, including procurements of materials and leases of equipment,
unless exempt by the Regulations, or directives Issued pursuant thereto. The contractor shall
take such action with respect to any subcontract or procurements as the State/Territory/Native
American Tribe of _STATE QF HAWATTI or the Research and Special Programs.
Administration may direct as a means of enforcing such provisions including sanctions for
noncompliance: Provided, however, that in the event a contractor becomes Involved In, or is
threatened with, litigation with a subcontract or suppller as a result of such directlon, the
contractor may request the State/Territory/Native American Tribe of STATE OF HAWATI

_ to enter into such litigation to protect the interests of the State/Territory/Native American Tribe
of STATE OF HAWAITI ~_ and, In addition the contractor may request the United States
to enter into such litigation to protect the interests of the United States.
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APPENDIX C

ASSURANCE OF COMPLIANCE WITH
TITLE VI OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

The following clauses shall be included In all deeds, licenses, leases, permits, or similar Instruments
entered into by the State/Teritory/Native American Tribe of _STATE OF HAWAIT

The [grantee, licensee, lessee, permittes, etc., as appropriate] for herself/himseif, his/iier r.eirs, personal
representatives, successors In interest, and assigns, as a part of the consideration herecof, does hereby
covenant and agree [in the case of deeds and leases add "as a covenant running with the land”] that in
the event facilities are constructed, maintained, or otherwise operated on the said property described In
this [deed, license, iease, permit, etc.] for a purpose for which a Department of Transportation program
or activity is extended or for another purpose invoiving the provision of similar services or benefits, the
[grantee, licensee, lessee, permittes, etc.] shall maintain and operate such facilities and services In
compliance with ail other requirements imposed pursuant to Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations,
Department of Transportation, Subtitle A, Office of the Secretary, Part 21, Nondiscrimination of Federally-
Assisted Programs of the Department of Transportation - Effectuation of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of
1964, and as said Regulations may be amended.

[Include In licenses, leases, permits, etc.}*

That in the event of breach of the above nondiscrimination covenants, State/Territory/Native American.
Tribe of _ STATE OF HAWAII shall have the right to terminate the [license, lease, permit,
etc.] and to re-enter and repossess said land and the facilities thereon, and hold the same as if said.
[licenses, lease, permit, etc.] had never been made or issued.

[Include in deeds]*

That in the event of breach of any of the above nondiscrimination covenants, State/Territory/Native
American Tribe of _STATE OF HAWAII  shall have the right to re-enter said lands and facilities
thereon, and the abave described lands and facilities shall thereupon revert to and vest in and become
the absolute property of State/Territory/Native American Tribe of STATE OF HAWAII and its
assigns.

The following shall be included in all deeds, licenses, leases, permits, or similar agreements entered into ‘
by State/Territory/Native-American Tribe of __STATE OF HAWAIT

The [grantee, licensee, lessee, permittee, etc., as appropriate] for herself/himseif, his/her personal
representatives, successors In Interest, and assigns, as a part of the consideration hereof, does hereby
covenant and agree [in case of deeds, and leases add “as a covenant running with the land®] that (1) no
person on the grounds of race, color, sex, or national origin shall be exciuded from participation In, be
denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination In the use of sald facilities, (2) that In
the construction of any improvements on, over or under such land and the furnishing services thereon,
no person on the grounds of race, color, sex, or national origin shall be excluded from the participation
in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination, and (3) that the [grantee,
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licensee, lessee, permittee, etc.] shall use the premises in compliance with all other requirements

imposed by or pursuant to Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Department of Transportation, Subtitle

. A, Office of the Secretary, Part 21, Nondiscrimination in Federally-Assisted Programs of the Department
of Transportation - Effectuation of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and as said Regulations may be

amended.

[Include In-licenses, leases, permits, etc.]*

That in the event of breach of any of the above nondiscrimination covenants, State/Territory/Native

American Tribe _STATE OF HAWAIT shall have the right to terminate the [license, lease,
permit, etc.] and to re-enter and repossess aid land and the facilities thereon, and hold the same as i

said [license, lease, permit, etc.] had never been made or Issued.

[Include in deeds]*

That in the event of breach.of any of the above nondiscrimination covenants, State/Territory/Native
American Tribe _STATE OF HAWAIT shall have the right to re-enter said land and facllities
thereon, and the above described lands and facilitles shall thereupon revert to and vest In and become
the absolute property of State/Teritory/Native American Tribe STATE OF HAWAII

and its assigns.

* Reverter clause and related language to be used only when It is determined that such a
clause Is necassary In order to effectuate the purpose of Title VI of the CMi Rights Act of

1964.
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v EPA

United States
Environmental Protection Agency
Pacific Southwest Region

EMERGENCY PREVENTION, PREPAREDNESS, AND RESPONSE

ProGgram UprpAaTE FOrR Hawan SERC
MeeTinGg IN HoNoLuLu oN Jury 6, 2006

PREVENTION, PREPAREDNESS AND RESPONSE A CTIVITIES

EPA Pacific Southwest Annual Environmental Progress Report 2006
The annual progress report for the EPA Pacific Southwest Region’s environmental programs is
available on our Web site at:_www.epa.gov/region9/annualreport/index.html . Some printed
copies of the report are being made available at today’s HSERC meeting.

EPA Regional Emergency Response, Prevention and Preparedness Year in Review 2005
The EPA’s regional emergency response, prevention and preparedness program annual report 2005
is available (in color) on our Web site at: www.epa.gov/region9/waste/sfund/preparedness05.pdf

HazMat Transportation Workshops

The U.S. Department of Transportation will be sponsoring three hazmat transportation workshops
in Hawai’i this summer. This free class (no registration costs) will go over regulations that specify
requirements for the safe and secure transportation of hazardous materials in commerce by motor
vehicle, vessel, aircraft and rail car. Some of the topics covered will be training requirements,
packaging, hazard communications and security. The workshop will be held in Honolulu on July
31, in Kahului on August 2, and in Hilo on August 4. For additional information, please call (202)
366-4900 or visit the Web site at: http://hazmat.dot.gov/training/training.htm .

Incident Command System 300 / 400 Training Postponed

The EPA is postponing its sponsorship of Incident Command System (ICS) 300 /400 (intermediate
and advance) training due to lack of interest and will not be delivering this training in Hilo on July
31 - August 4. EPA will be coordinating with State Civil Defense in Honolulu to deliver this
training sometime in February 2007. If you have already registered for the class, your name will be
kept on file and you will be contacted when the next training date is finalized.



Mid-Year NASTTPO
The "mid-year" NASTTPO (National Association of SARA Title IIl Program Officials) conference
will be held Nov. 14 and 15, 2006 during HazMat Explo 10 in Las Vegas. This meeting will be

combined and overlap on the afternoon of Nov. 15 with the EPA Western Regions’ Emergency

Prevention and Preparedness Conference that will continue on Thursday, Nov. 16.

EPCRA’s 20" Anniversary
The twentieth anniversary of EPCRA (Emergency-Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act)

1. -will be commemorated on Oct. 17 and 18, 2006 at the Holiday Inn in Casa Grande, AZ. Arizona
. Commemorates EPCRA (ACE) is expected to be the only national event to honor the anniversary
i of EPCRA. (The Mainland Pacific Southwest Regional Response Team 9 will meet at that same
». location on Oct. 19.)

A panel discussion about the 20-year history of EPCRA and the future of the program will be held ' ol
N "1 during the annual Western Regions’ Emergency Prevention and Preparedness Conference at HazZMat SRR
‘i, Explo 10 in Las Vegas on Nov. 15. o

Elevation of EPA’s Homeland Security Program -
;.. On May 1, EPA Administrator Stephen Johnson announced that an Associate Administrator will . k

' now direct EBA’s Office of Homeland Security and report directly to him. In the event of an
:+}" incident of national significance, the Associate-Administrator will serve as the Agency Director of

Emergency Operations and be the principal EPA contact with the Department of Homeland Security

and the White House Homeland Security Council.

EPA Settles with Maui County for Risk Management Plan Deficiencies

The U.S. EPA recently settled with Maui County that required Maui to pay a collective $5,700 for
failing to review and update by June 2004 the risk management plans for three wastewater
reclamation facilities. The Wailuku / Kahului, Lahaina and Kihei wastewater reclamation facilities
settled under the EPA’s expedited settlement agreement policy with reduced penalties. An EPA

. inspector found the deficiencies as a result of an inspection at the Wailuku facility and review of the

RO S

three facilities’ risk management plans. The Lahaina and Kihei facilities were each assessed $1,525,

- while the Wailuku / Kahului facility was assessed $2,650 in penalties.

o . EPA’s TRI Program Adopts Reporting by NAICS Codes
. Owners and operators of facilities subject to Toxics Release Inventory (TRI) reporting must identify
< their principal business activities using the North American Industry Classification System (NAICS)

codes beginning with reports due July 1, 2007 for releases and other waste management activities

.. for the 2006 calendar year. In the past, principal business activities were reported using Standard

Industrial Classification (SIC) codes, so identifying industrial codes is not a new requirement. The
NAICS system is tipdated every five years. The next update is scheduled for 2007. TRI-covered
NAICS codes, if affected by these updates; will be revised accordingly.

Pacific Southwest EPP Program Contact
For more info about U.S. EPA’s Emergency Prevention and Preparedness (EPP) Program for
Hawaii, please confact the liaison, Mike Ardito at (415) 972-3081 or by email at
ardito.michael@epa.gov . '




Hazardous Materials

Transportation Workshops

The Hazardous Materials Regulations (HMR; 49 CFR Parts 171-180) specify
requirements for the safe and secure transportation of hazardous materials in
commerce by rail car, aircraft, vessel, and motor vehicle. These comprehensive
regulations govem transportation-related activities by offerors (e.g., shippers,
brokers, forwarding agents, freight forwarders, and warehousers); carriers (e.g.,
common, contract, and private); packaging manufacturers, reconditioners, testers,
and retesters; and independent inspection agencies.

The HMR apply to each person who performs, or causes to be performed, func-
tions related to the transportation of hazardous materials such as determination
of, and compliance with, basic conditions for offering filling packages; marking
and labeling packages; preparing shipping papers; handling, loading, securing and
segregating packages within a transport vehicle, freight container or cargo hold;
and transporting hazardous m aterials.

This one-day workshop provides an overview of how to use the HMR and a
summary of many of the requirements found in the HMR which can affect
transportation safety to include: Training Requirem ents, Packaging, Hazard
Communications, and Security.

WHO SHOULD ATTEND

Anyone who offers or transports hazardous materials in commerce or has a desire
to learn more about USDOT’s Hazardous Materials Regulations.

Looking for more information on
Hazardous Materials Transportation?

Try a S€MINar instead.

Visit our website at
http:/fhazmat.dot.govitrainingftraining. htm

o= |

7:30 - 8:00AM Registration 11:45 - 1:00PM  Lunch {on your own)
8:00 - 8:15AM  Workshop Overview 1:00 - 2:00PM  Shipping Papers and Emergency
. . Response Information
8:15-9:15AM  Training Requirements ) .
, Learn how to properly describe a hazardous
Discuss the hazmat employer and employee bl e e ) SR
) , material on a shipping paper including additional
training requirements in 49 CFR 172700 el
descriptions and emergency response information.
TR [ e 2:15- 3:15PM  Placarding Requirements
Review how to locate specific HM information .
) ) Learn how to determine the required placarding
in the Hazardous Materials Regulations (HMR; e oiferinyardib kangroring Hesardnye
49 CFR), e.g., Hazardous Materials Table, mode erllssials B RO
restriclions, proper shipping name, hazard class, o
division number, ID number, packing group and 3:30 - 4:30PM  Security Requirements
packaging, special provisions, labeling, marking, Provides an understanding of the security threat,
and placarding requirements an overview of the specific requirements of
HM-232, and suggestions and guidance on hoy
10:45 - 11:45AM Package Selection, Marking, and Labeling » SNCSLEGSTONS and gidance: on Tiow
to comply with the regulations
Learn how to select the proper package, properly
mark the package, and label the package 4:30 - 4:45PM  Wrap-up Questions and Answers
«++ PLEASE BRING YOUR 48 CFR TO THE Vi ORKSHOP + + »

Additional Information: Call (202) 366-4900




Hazardous Materials Transportation Workshop Registration Form

(Seating is limited Please register early)

Name:

Agency/Company:

Street Address:

City/State/Zip Code:

FAX(___ )_ E-mail:

FAX to: (202) 366-7342
E-Mail: seminars@dot. gov

Mail registration form to: or

U.S. Department of Transportation

Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration, PHH-50
Washington, DC 20590-0001

An electronic confirmation will be provided upon receipt of registration.
For further information call: (202) 366 4900

2005/2006 WORKSHOPS

(Please indicate the serminar you waowid lke to altend)
[ November 15, 2005 Charlotte, NC
[November 17, 2005 Augusta, GA
OFebruary 7, 2006 Albuquerque, NM

[February 9, 2006  ElPaso, TX

[ April 4, 2006 Des Moines, |1A
[ April 6, 2006 Sioux Falls, SD
[ June 6, 2006

O June 8, 2006 Rochester, NY
O July 31, 2006 Honolulu, Hi

[ August 2, 2006 Kahului, HI

[ August 4, 2006 Hilo, HI

Seating is limited and vanes by location.
Flease check ourwebsite for specific information
an the workshop you want to affend.

hittp:thazmat.dot.gov RrainingRraining.htm

NOTE: If more than one person will attend from your organization, make a copy of this form for each attendee.
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Registration deadline: 2 weeks prior to workshop.

U.S. Department

; ® 00
of Transportation j-\(—Y{
Pipeline and [‘\ \| V
Hazardous Materials
Safety Administration ‘,;U(,:K}ﬁ e
PHH-50 TESTND

a

400 Seventh St., SW
Washington, DC 20590

FORWARDING SERYICE REQUESTED

Hazardous Materials
Transportation Workshops &

L
T

Workshop Schedule

November 15, 2005  Charlotte, NC
November 17, 2005  Augusta, GA
February 7, 2006  Albuquerque, NM
Local interest, February 9, 2006  El Paso, TX
National Appea April 4, 2006  Des Moines, |A
April 8, 2006  Sioux Falls, SD
June 6, 2006  Pittsburgh, PA
June 8,2006  Rochester, NY
July 31,2006  Honolulu, HI
August 2, 2006 Kahului, HI
August 4, 2006  Hilo, HI

Visit our website al http:#fhazmat.dot.govitrainingftraining.htm
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Dear Readers,

Last December we marked EPA's 35th year of protecting public health and the environment.
With our state and tribal partners we have made great progress in these three and a half de-
cades. Our air, waters and land are much cleaner than in 1970. These gains have occurred at
the same time that our population has nearly doubled, miles traveled have nearly tripled and
the region has become an economic hub for much of the country.

This year's report offers many examples of how we have managed to align our needs for
prosperity and environmental quality. It also shows the power of partnership, stewardship,
collaboration, innovation and fair enforcement, focused on environmental results. Partnership
dominated our work in 2006. More than half our annual budget went to support the environ-
mental and public health work of states, tribes, local governments and non-governmental or-
ganizations. Building and supporting the capacity of others and leveraging their unique talents

has enabled us to multiply necessary and durable benefits.

Voluntary effort and creative thinking were the trademarks of the West Coast Collaborative,
and moved us significantly ahead in dealing with one of the region’s worst air quality issues—
diesel pollution. Our collaboration with agriculture is moving this important community to
sustainability, as seen in the partnership to utilize new technologies to manage dairy manure.
Reaching across borders, our work with Mexico is creating much-needed infrastructure in
remote communities and eliminating significant public health threats.

On a broader stage, we have begun work with China’s State Environmental Protection Agency
to speed the pace at which they will be able to manage the pollution consequences of rapid
growth. The benefits will be felt in our own environment as well as theirs. Closer to home,
many employees of EPA's regional office went to the Gulf Coast to help the federal response
to Hurricanes Katrina and Rita. Their work showed that our disaster preparedness work pays
off in being able to respond effectively to major catastrophes.

Again this year our enforcement program secured significant commitments to on-the-ground
improvements with big public health benefits, such as major sewer system work in southern
California. In addition, many settling parties undertook supplementary environmental projects,
bringing vital benefits like emergency equipment or access to safe drinking water to local
communities. Under our Superfund program, responsible parties committed more than $100
million to make progress in cleaning up some of the biggest and toughest toxic waste sites in
the country.

As we move forward, we will continue to emphasize partnerships, collaboration, innova-
tion and environmental results in maintaining our steadfast commitment to environmental
protection.

z@%v@&g\\;
TSy

Wayne Nastri
Regional Administrator
EPA Pacific Southwest Region
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Urban Areas Attain
Clean Air Standards

Phoenix Area Breathing Easier

The best news for the 3.5 million people in the
Phoenix metropolitan area is in the air: it's cleaner.
Last year, EPA redesignated the Phoenix area
(shown above) to attainment of the national health
standards for carbon monoxide (CO) and the one-
hour ozone (smog) standard. The area is close to
attaining, but has not yet attained, the new eight-
hour standard for ozone. Phoenix is the most
recent major urban area in the U.S. to attain the
CO standard. The area had been classified as a
“serious non-attainment” area for both CO and
ozone.

EPA also approved the Phoenix area’s mainte-
nance plans for CO and ozone, which lay out spe-
cific pollution control measures intended to keep
the air clean despite anticipated urban growth.
The work that the Phoenix area has done to

achieve the one-hour ozone standard will support
future efforts as the Phoenix air quality agencies
begin work on the eight-hour ozone plan.

Despite these air quality gains, Phoenix residents
still experience the city’s “brown cloud” in fall and
winter. The urban haze issue is primarily caused
by finer particulates resulting from combustion
and motor vehicle sources. In addition, the Phoe-
nix area has not attained the health standard for
particulate matter, or PM, . The “brown cloud” re-
mains a challenge for the Arizona Department of
Environmental Quality, the Maricopa Association
of Governments and the new Maricopa County
Air Quality Department and will be the focus of air
quality activities during the coming year.

In the meantime, the Maricopa County Air Qual-
ity Department and EPA have been aggressively
enforcing rules that minimize dust. Among them




Unhealthy Air Days in Las Vegas

PM,, Exceedances
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Graph shows the number of days each year that
particulate pollution (PM, ) in the Las Vegas area
exceeded the national health standard.

is a new county regulation, which took effect in
2005, that reduces dust from sand and gravel op-
erations in the Phoenix area by an estimated 183
tons per year.

Cleaner Air in Las Vegas
and Reno Areas in Nevada

Nevada has also seen major gains in air quality
in the last several years. Clark County (the Las
Vegas area) went from eight days exceeding the
PM,, health standard in 2002 to zero in 2004,
thanks to dust-control measures in the county’s
EPA-approved particulate pollution control plan.
Last year, EPA made a finding of attainment for
Clark County for carbon monoxide (CO), since the
area has been consistently meeting the CO health
standard.

EPA also made a finding of attainment for Wash-
oe County (the Reno area) in northern Nevada
for both the CO and the one-hour ozone health
standards. Together, the Reno and Las Vegas ar-
eas have a population of more than two million
people, the vast majority of Nevada’s population.

New PM, , Standard Poses Challenges

In 2005, the new national health standard for fine
particulate pollution—PM, . —took effect. PM,
is made up of very fine particles of sulfates, ni-
trates and carbon compounds that can lodge
deeply in the lungs, causing a myriad of respira-
tory and heart health problems. The particles can
be emitted directly from combustion or can form
from chemical reactions in the air. These chemi-
cal precursors come from a variety of sources,
including cars, trucks, buses, construction equip-
ment, industrial facilities and power plants. In the
Pacific Southwest Region, only the San Joaquin

Valley and the Los Angeles area failed to meet the
standard.

In California, PM, , tends to be higher in the fall
and winter because nitrates form more readily
in cooler weather and because increased use of
wood stoves and fireplaces produces more car-
bon. This is especially true in the San Joaquin
Valley, where PM, . reaches unhealthy levels dur-
ing the fall and winter. In the Los Angeles area,
by contrast, PM, , pollution can reach unhealthy
levels at any time of year because the huge num-
ber of motor vehicles there emit PM, , year-round.
The area reduced its PM, , pollution by 16% last
year, but it was not enough to meet the health
standard.

San Joaquin Valley
Makes Progress

Air quality in the San Joaquin Valley is improving.
Most PM,, monitors within the valley are show-
ing attainment with the PM standard. For ozone,
the valley’s air worsened in 2001-2003, reaching
a peak of 134 days of unhealthy air in 2003. By
2005, however, the number of unhealthy smog
days had fallen to 72.

Unhealthy Air Days in San Joaquin Valley

Ozone Exceedances
8-hour Standard

Days Exceeding Standard
8 38 8 8 B 3

N
o
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Days Exceeding Standard

Graphs show the number of
days each year that ozone
(smog) and particulate
pollution (PM, ) in the San
Joaquin Valley exceeded
national heath standards.



Top: Sunflowers at Red Rock
Ranch near Fresno, Calif.
Bottom: John Diener, owner
of Red Rock Ranch, with

oil press he uses to make
biodiesel fuel from sunflower
and safflower seeds.

Significant progress in reducing particulate pollu-
tion can be attributed to the San Joaquin Valley
Unified Air Pollution Control District's Conserva-
tion Management Practices Program, which re-
quires farmers with 100 acres or more of contigu-
ous land to use crop-specific methods of reducing
particulate emissions. Farmers were required to
implement their pollution prevention measures by
July 1, 2004, and submit their measures to the air
district in permit applications by the end of 2004.
The air district received 6,400 applications cover-
ing 3.2 million acres of farmland.

To help further reduce the valley’s air pollution,
EPA has funded two demonstration projects as

part of the West Coast Diesel Collaborative. EPA
has provided $100,000, and other Collaborative
partners $160,000, to the valley-based nonprofit
Sustainable Conservation to demonstrate the

| farm-scale use of biodiesel and to test a fuel ad-

ditive that can reduce nitrogen oxide emissions.
The additive is made from plant-based oils, such
as sunflower oil. The project will measure reduc-
tions in emissions of nitrogen oxides, CO, particu-
lates, hydrocarbons, and sulfur dioxide.

EPA is also providing $50,000 to Cal State Uni-
versity-Fresno’s Center for Irrigation Technology
(with $25,000 in matching funds from partners)
for low-cost irrigation pump efficiency tests, ret-
rofit research, and rebates for retrofit and repair of
inefficient pumps. This project alone is expected
to reduce nitrogen oxide emissions in the valley by
nearly 20 tons a year. Both demonstration proj-
ects also benefit farms and the environment by
reducing energy costs and greenhouse gases,
and providing new markets for crops that can be
turned into biodiesel.

West Coast Diesel
Collaborative Update

Reducing Diesel Emissions in
the Sacramento Area

In 2004, EPA convened the West Coast Diesel
Collaborative, an alliance of more than 60 federal,
state, and local government agencies, as well as
nonprofit and business partners working together
to reduce diesel emissions from Baja California to
British Columbia. Since the Collaborative’s launch
in September 2004, it has funded 28 separate
diesel emissions reduction projects with nearly
$2.5 million in EPA grants and more than $15 mil-
lion in matching funds from other partners.

The Collaborative is part of EPA's nationwide
Clean Diesel Campaign to reduce millions of
tons of diesel air pollution, prevent approximately
21,000 premature deaths and eliminate hundreds
of thousands of respiratory illnesses every year.

EPA Administrator Stephen L. Johnson traveled to
West Sacramento, Calif., on August 22, 2005, to
announce the latest $1.4 million in diesel grants.
“The public-private partnership of the West Coast
Collaborative will yield immediate reductions in
existing diesel fleet emissions and advance our
progress toward cleaner air in our cities, ports and
farmland,” said Johnson.

The first of these grants, for $211,000, was pre-
sented to the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality
Management District for a construction equipment
retrofit demonstration project. Another $774,000
in matching funds is being provided from Collab-
orative partners.
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PHOTO COURTESY OF THE PORT OF LONG BEACH

The project is measuring the results of the retro-
fit technology in reducing particulate matter and
other air emissions. Once the data are verified,
this technology will be eligible under other grant
and retrofit programs to be installed on a wide va-
riety of diesel fueled vehicles.

Earlier in the year, EPA Regional Administrator
Wayne Nastri joined CalTrans and Amtrak offi-
cials in presenting the Sacramento air district a
$150,000 EPA grant to reduce diesel pollution
from locomotives that move commuter trains
between Sacramento and Oakland. The Cleaire
emission control systems installed on two loco-
motives in this pilot project filter particulates and
transform additional pollutants into harmless
compounds.

“This voluntary project reduces the risk from air
pollution for nearly 20,000 residents who live
along this vital train corridor,” explained Nastri. “It
means that the air district will be able to take 220
tons of diesel air pollution out of the air, a signifi-
cant air pollution reduction.”

EPA is funding a demonstration project using dif-
ferent technology to reduce diesel emissions from
the Roseville Rail Yard in Placer County, just east
of Sacramento. In rail yards, switching locomo-
tives idle constantly when they’re not moving ralil
cars around—creating air pollution constantly.
The technology used here is a smokestack emis-
sion scrubbing system used in factories. The
emissions will be captured by placing a hood over
the exhaust stacks of the locomotives while they
are being serviced.

This project, supported by a $39,000 EPA grant
and $100,000 from the Placer County Air Pollu-
tion Control District and other Collaborative part-
ners, is expected to reduce the rail yard’s nitrogen
oxide emissions by over 100 tons per year, and
particulates by more than two tons per year.

Container cranes at Port of Long Beach, Calif. Diesel
powered ships, trucks, and freight-moving vehicles at
ports are a major source of air pollution.

Ports of Los Angeles and Long
Beach Focus on Diesel Emissions

After decades of aggressive air pollution control
measures in the Los Angeles Basin, the region’s
air is dramatically cleaner, though it still fails to
meet national health standards. The ports of Los
Angeles and Long Beach handle one-third of the
entire nation’s container cargo. The ports, with
their ships, trucks and freight-moving vehicles,
are among the basin’s largest sources of air pol-
lution. Container traffic through these two ports
is projected to quadruple over the next 20 years,
presenting an opportunity to improve air quality as
older diesel equipment is replaced with cleaner-
burning engines.

EPA was an active participant in a Port of Los
Angeles task force dedicated to ensuring that
there will be no net increase in air pollution from
the port’s operations as they expand in the years
ahead. The Port of Long Beach has adopted a
“Green Port Policy” with similar goals. EPA has
provided a $100,000 grant to the South Coast
Air Quality Management District, with more than
$2.1 million in matching funds, to retrofit a loco-
motive servicing the two ports to operate primar-
ily on cleaner-burning liquefied natural gas. This
project is projected to cut annual emissions of
smog-forming nitrogen oxides by about 17 tons,
and particulates by 860 pounds.

EPA has also provided a $75,000 grant to the
Port of Long Beach, with $525,000 in match-
ing funds from other partners, to retrofit three
yard hostlers with liquefied natural gas engines,
and compare their power and effectiveness with
equivalent diesel-powered freight moving vehicles
over a six-month period. The goal is to cut the
yard hostlers’ nitrogen oxide emissions by 63%,
and particulates by 80%.

EPA Administrator Stephen
L. Johnson announced $1.4
million in grants aimed at
curbing diesel pollution

as part of the West Coast
Collaborative.



Between 2001 and 2004,
Nevada'’s biggest gold mines
reduced their emissions of
toxic mercury vapors by 82%.

Total Mercury Air Emissions
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EPA has even put part of a company’s air pollu-
tion penalty to work reducing the port’s air emis-
sions. As part of a $900,000 legal settliement with
EPA, the ARCO Terminal Services Corp. agreed
to spend $675,000 on a project to demonstrate a
new emissions control technology for rubber-tired
gantry cranes at the Port of Long Beach.

Diesel Collaborative Extended to Hawaii

In November 2005, EPA awarded a $135,000
grant to the American Lung Association of Hawaii
to replace older, dirtier diesel construction equip-
ment engines with newer, cleaner engines to re-
duce air pollution on Oahu and Kauai. The grant
marked Hawaii’s first participation in the West
Coast Diesel Collaborative.

The Grace Pacific Corporation will contribute
$592,200 for the project. Grace Pacific employs
numerous diesel-powered vehicles in its quarries
on Oahu and Kauai.

Turning Crops, Restaurant
Waste into Biodiesel

Biodiesel is a sustainable fuel source that reduces
emissions of carbon monoxide, unburned hydro-
carbons, particulate matter and sulfur dioxide.
Its use can improve air quality and help reduce
dependence on limited energy resources and
imports.

In May 2005, EPA awarded a $75,000 grant to
a group of nonprofit, business and government
organizations in Santa Cruz, Calif., to fund an in-
novative project to convert restaurant wastes into
biodiesel fuel for area transit systems.

The project hopes to demonstrate the economic
viability of a community-based biodiesel collec-

Reduction in Mercury Air Emissions

Reported by Members of the Voluntary Mercury Reduction Program (VMRP)
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tion, production and distribution chain using lo-
cally-generated waste vegetable oil.

Partnerships

Nevada Cuts Mercury Air Emissions
by Building on Voluntary Program

The Nevada Division of Environmental Protection
(NDEP) will require mercury air emission controls
at precious-metal mining facilities through a new
mercury air emissions control permitting program.
The new state permit requirement will apply to
precious-metals mining facilities that process
mercury-containing ore and use thermal treat-
ment processes that have the potential for emit-
ting mercury into the atmosphere.

This state regulatory program will build on the suc-
cess of the EPA/NDEP Voluntary Mercury Reduc-
tion Program for Nevada gold mines that reduced
annual mercury air emissions from 21,098 to
3,755 pounds between 2001 and 2004, an 82%
reduction in just three years. The state program
will include mandatory monitoring, record keeping
and reporting requirements, and improved and
additional mercury air emission controls.

West Oakland Toxics
Reduction Collaborative

In April 2005, EPA staff and community members
of the West Oakland Environmental Indicator Proj-
ect convened the West Oakland Toxics Reduction
Collaborative in Oakland, Calif. West Oakland has
high levels of air pollution because the freeways
that pass through it are adjacent to the Port of
Oakland, where diesel-powered trucks, trains,
and ships are constantly loading and unloading.
About 50 stakeholders are involved, including
community groups and residents, industry, gov-
ernment, elected officials, and nonprofits focused
on environmental justice and community health.
The collaborative is putting together a diesel re-
duction action plan, expected to be completed by
mid-2006.

Tucson Community Air Toxics Project

EPA awarded a $60,920 grant to Arizona’s So-
nora Environmental Research Institute (SERI) for a
community-based air toxics project in the south-
ern metropolitan Tucson area and the nearby
communities of Sunflower/Continental and Rillito.
Goals include identifying localized air toxics hot
spots and sources, engaging local residents in
improving air quality, and approaching industry
sectors to achieve voluntary emission reductions.

As a first step, SERI partnered with the Rose
Family Wellness Centers to provide environmen-
tal health training to local residents who volunteer
as “promotoras del barrio”—neighborhood co-




ordinators. SERI has completed an inventory of
potential air toxics sources, and is setting up an
air monitoring program to assess hot spots. Air
sample collection devices, known as “buckets,”
are being distributed to neighborhood volunteers
so that when they notice chemical odors, the air
can be sampled and analyzed.

Arizona Clean Fuels Refinery Permit

The proposed Arizona Clean Fuels Refinery in
Yuma, Ariz., would be the first new oil refinery built
in the U.S. in more than 30 years. EPA worked in
partnership with the Arizona Department of Envi-
ronmental Quality during their permitting process
for the refinery, and the permit was issued in the
record time of nine months. This collaboration led
to major reductions of the planned refinery’s emis-
sions: 80 tons per year of volatile organic com-
pounds, and 140 tons per year of nitrogen oxides,
both precursors of smog. The refinery still needs
approval from several other agencies before it can
be built.

Air Monitoring on Tribal
Lands, Baja California

Tribal lands are often remote from cities, but many
of the Pacific Southwest’s tribes are also affect-
ed by ozone and particulate air pollution. Of the
region’s 146 tribes, 48 are located in areas that
fail to meet the national 8-hour health standard
for ozone, and 28 are in areas that fail to meet
the health standard for fine particulates (PM, ).
To help tribes protect air quality, EPA supports
tribal air programs: In 2005, the agency awarded
a total of $3.4 million in Clean Air Act grants to
25 tribes in the region. Much of this funding goes
to purchase, install, and operate air monitoring
equipment.

EPA is actively working to help build the capac-
ity of tribal governments to regulate sources of
air pollution located within their jurisdictions. Last
year, EPA trained tribal inspectors by conducting
joint EPA-tribal air permit compliance inspections
at 11 facilities on the Navajo and Gila River Indian
reservations.

The ArNOW Web site, at www.airnow.gov, gives
current air quality conditions everywhere in the
U.S., as well as some locations in other countries.
In 2005, the site gained links to 13 air monitoring
stations in Baja California that measure air quality
along the U.S.-Mexico Border. Current air quality
conditions in this area are now accessible on-line
at www.aire.bajacalifornia.gob.mx/eng. Ten years
ago, EPA worked with the California Air Resources
Board (CARB) and Mexico’s SEMARNAT (federal
environmental agency) to install the monitoring
stations. EPA funded the equipment and installa-
tion; CARB funds their operation.

Two of the most pro-
ductive and popular
members of EPAs
Pacific Southwest Air
Division are also “char-
ter employees” of the
agency, having served
EPA since 1971: Jim
Forrest and Julie
Rose. For most of
the years since then,
they’ve held two key
positions: Jim oversees
input of all air monitor-
ing data throughout
the region into EPAs
national Air Quality System (AQS)
database. Julie assists in processing
EPA’s review and approval of state and
local air quality plans. These ongoing
tasks are crucial to targeting pollution
control measures to the areas where
they’re most needed.

Jim began working for the federal gov-
ernment as a computer programmer
for the Navy in Washington, D.C. in the
early 1960s, when computers were
as big as school buses, had whirl-
ing tapes, and were fed thousands of
keypunch cards to input data. Today,
he works from a desktop computer to
access air monitoring data for any of
the 50 states.

Nationwide, thousands of air monitor-
ing stations collect data around the
clock, in rural as well as urban areas. In
the Pacific Southwest, they are main-
tained by 35 local air agencies, tribes,
and states. The agencies submit their
data quarterly to the AQS. In 2006, 11
additional tribes are submitting their
data for the first time.

For these new users, as well as peo-
ple in EPA’s regional Air Division and
state or local air agencies, Jim sets up
system accounts, user IDs and pass-
words, and walks them through the
system. And as the new data comes
in, Jim checks it for completeness and
accuracy. If a number looks suspi-
cious, he asks the technical contact
questions and checks for errors.

Julie has been the keeper of the Pacif-
ic Southwest states’ air quality plans,

technically known as State Implemen-
tation Plans, or “SIPs,” since 1972.

These plans detail the pollution con-
trol measures state and local air dis-
tricts adopt to ensure that their area
meets federal air quality standards, or
is on track to meet them by specific
deadlines. Such measures can include
anything from regulating the recipe for
asphalt to requiring car emission in-
spections—it's up to the states and
their agencies to choose them. Major
urban areas generally have volumi-
nous SIPs, and revise them frequently.
California’s South Coast district, which
includes the Los Angeles area, has
thousands of pages of control mea-
sures in their SIP. Each SIP revision
goes to EPA for review.

Last year, the Pacific Southwest states
submitted a total of 40 SIP revisions.
Julie reviews Nevada SIP revisions
and helps Air Division staff write Fed-
eral Register notices consistent with
the ever-changing regulatory require-
ments. These reviews determine if
each revision will be effective in meet-
ing federal health standards. Once a
review is complete, Julie helps draw
up Federal Register Notices proposing
EPA’s approval or disapproval.

Over the years, Julie has been instru-
mental in streamlining procedures to
expedite review of SIPs. Once they
are approved by EPA, the regulations
in SIPs become federally enforceable.
The work has been essential in achiev-
ing cleaner air throughout the Pacific
Southwest despite huge increases in
population and motor vehicles since
1970.



Clean Water

Protecting and Improving
Water Quality

Ensuring the safety and quality of the public’s
drinking water and watersheds is of utmost im-
portance. Our bays, rivers, streams and lakes
support critical fisheries, habitat, drinking water,
recreation, and urban and agricultural environ-
ments. Protecting and restoring the waters of the
region is a responsibility EPA shares with its state,
tribal, territorial and local partners, who implement
many federal water programs and share the com-
mitment to improve and restore the health of wa-
tersheds in the Pacific Southwest.

Investments in drinking water and wastewater in-
frastructure and watershed restoration form the
backbone of restoring polluted waters through-
out the region. EPA strives to achieve watershed
restoration by using key program tools such as
Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs), water qual-

ity discharge permits, the nonpoint source grant
program, and rigorous enforcement.

The TMDL process provides an assessment and
planning framework for identifying pollutant load
reductions or other actions needed to attain water
quality standards that protect aquatic life, drinking
water and other designated uses. TMDLs address
all significant pollutants that cause or threaten to
cause pollution in a water body that the state has
determined to be impaired.

Focus on Watersheds

EPA's Pacific Southwest Regional Office is involved
in geographic initiatives—such as the CALFED
Bay-Delta Program, the U.S.-Mexico Border and
other high priority watersheds such as Klamath
River and Lake Tahoe.
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Klamath River System Struggles with
Toxic Algae, Water Diversions

The Klamath River, which starts in Oregon, travels
for approximately 250 miles through California be-
fore flowing into the Pacific Ocean near Crescent
City (as pictured on opposite page). The river is
impounded by six dams—one for water delivery
and five for hydroelectric generation, part of Paci-
fiCorp’s Klamath Hydroelectric Project. EPA's two
Pacific coast regional offices have been working
with California, Oregon, and six local tribes to co-
ordinate environmental programs and projects in
water quality, fisheries and watershed restoration.

During the summer of 2005, monitoring by the
Karuk tribe detected a significant and prolonged
bloom of toxic blue-green algae in two reservoirs
on the Klamath River. Water samples taken from
Copco and Iron Gate Reservoirs—located in
northern California, near the Oregon border—re-
vealed high levels of the toxic blue-green algae
Microcystis aeruginosa and its corresponding
toxin microcystin. Due to concerns about po-
tential adverse health effects, the State Water
Resources Control Board and EPA joined tribal,
state and federal agencies in warning residents
and recreational users of the river to use caution
when near such blooms. The nutrient-rich waters
of the Klamath River, coupled with the warm tem-
peratures and calm waters in the reservoirs, pro-

Arizona

187,067 total acres 4,980 total miles

; /

6.5% of perennial lake
acres impaired

6.9% of perennial stream
miles impaired

Nevada

533,239 total acres 14,988 total miles

/:

9.8% of perennial stream
miles impaired

/

14.4% of lake and reservoir
acres impaired

vide conditions conducive to the growth of this
species of blue-green algae.

Several water bodies in the Klamath Basin—in-
cluding the Klamath River from Link River to the
Pacific Ocean, as well as the Lost, Shasta, Scott
and Salmon Rivers—are impaired by pollution.
Oregon and California are developing water qual-
ity improvement plans, or Total Maximum Daily
Loads (TMDLs) for several parameters, includ-
ing nutrients, pH, dissolved oxygen, ammonia
toxicity, temperature and bacteria. EPA is work-
ing closely with the North Coast Regional Water
Board to assist with TMDL development in north-
ern California, and with the Oregon Department
of Environmental Quality on TMDL development
in Oregon. EPA is providing technical and finan-
cial support and is coordinating with tribes and
federal resource agencies.

Protecting the Lake Tahoe Watershed

Lake Tahoe, 12 miles across and more than a
quarter-mile deep, has been gradually losing its
famed clarity since the 1960s as a result of nutri-
ents entering the lake from air pollution, contami-
nated stormwater runoff and soil erosion. As Lake
Tahoe is listed as an impaired water body under
the Clean Water Act (Section 303(d)), EPA is work-
ing with the states of California and Nevada to
develop Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs) for

California

1,672,684 total acres

p

21.6% of lake and reservoir
acres impaired

211,513 total miles

/

10.6% of stream miles impaired

Chart showing the
percentages of total stream
miles and reservoir acres that
these states have reported
as “impaired” based on their
assessments to date. Hawaii
reports 70 streams and 174
coastal stations showing
impairment, but there is
insufficient baseline data

to compute percentages.
Percentages may change

as water bodies are further
assessed.
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Lake Tahoe’s clarity has been
reduced by sediment and
nutrients entering the lake
from stormwater runoff, soil
erosion and motor vehicle
exhaust.

sediment and nutrients. The TMDLs will identify
how much sediment and nutrient reductions are
needed in order to restore the lake’s clarity.

Fifty-four percent of the Lake Tahoe Basin’s resi-
dents and visitors get their drinking water directly
from the lake. On May 5, 2005, EPA, the Tahoe
Regional Planning Agency, and the Nevada Tahoe
Water Suppliers Association hosted the first pub-
lic forum to discuss protection of Lake Tahoe as
a drinking water source. At the meeting, EPA an-
nounced a $150,000 grant to the Nevada Tahoe
Conservation District to fund additional staff to
work with local leaders on critical issues such as
runoff pollution, protecting the lake as a drinking
water source, and forest health.

EPA is working with local researchers and agen-
cies to establish a Tahoe Science Consortium to
advise basin agencies on needed research and
monitoring in the basin. On August 20, 2005,
EPA, along with five other federal and state agen-
cies and six research institutions, signed a Memo-
randum of Understanding to establish the consor-
tium. In 2006, EPA is awarding a $240,000 grant
to the University of Nevada, Reno, to support a
director to run the consortium and to develop a
long-term science plan for the basin.

EPA has provided almost $30 million since 1997
to promote water and air quality efforts in and
around the lake, and has a full-time staff person,
Jane Freeman, working with local officials on lake
issues.

Maui Sustainable Farm Plan
Helps Protect Coral

In 2004, as part of the interagency Coral Reef
Task Force, EPA and the USDA's Natural Re-
sources Conservation Service helped develop
Hawaii's Local Action Strategy to Address Land-

based Pollution Threats to Coral Reefs. In 2005,
the Maui Land and Pineapple Co. endorsed the
Strategy and used it as a guide for their plans to
restore and reuse lands formerly used to grow
pineapple.

The company has agreed to restore hundreds of
acres of high-elevation pineapple tracts to native
forest. Lower cultivated lands will be converted
to organic farming, sustainable livestock graz-
ing, a golf course maintained without chemical
pesticides and fertilizers, and adjacent housing.
This conversion of a former pineapple plantation
is expected to reduce polluted runoff that flows
into Honolua Bay, and help restore coral reefs and
marine life.

National Estuary Program Protects,
Restores Coastal Habitat

EPA's National Estuary Program (NEP) in 2005
protected or restored thousands of acres of fish
and wildlife habitat surrounding Morro Bay, Santa
Monica Bay, and the San Francisco Bay-Delta
Estuary. The EPA-funded San Francisco Estuary
Project’s many partners have acquired or restored
more than 10 square miles of wetland wildlife
habitat and six miles of riparian habitat for steel-
head trout and other native fish species, including
1,000 acres at Dutch Slough.

On the central California coast, partners in the
EPA-funded Morro Bay NEP acquired 10.3 acres
of coastal dune scrub that had been zoned for
urban development. Instead, the land was added
to the adjacent Montana De Oro State Park. In
Southern California, the EPA-funded Santa Mon-
ica Bay Restoration Authority and its many part-
ners protected 1.2 square miles of estuary habitat,
enhanced more than two square miles of habitat,
and restored 7.4 acres. The project included ac-
quisition of 588 acres of coastal woodland upland
habitat at the SOKA Property in the Malibu Creek
watershed, removal of invasive non-native plants
on 600 acres (nearly a square mile) of Cold Creek
Canyon, and reestablishing aquatic vegetation on
7.4 acres of submerged land.

Safe Drinking Water
Challenges

In 2005, 95% of the population served by public
water systems in the Pacific Southwest received
drinking water that met all federal drinking water
standards. Small water systems will be increas-
ingly challenged by new federal drinking water
rules designed to reduce people’s exposure to
disease-causing pathogens and disinfection by-
products. The new rules require additional treat-
ment and controls such as filtration, disinfection
and source protection to reduce exposure to
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waterborne pathogens while minimizing the risks
from disinfection byproducts.

In addition, EPA's new standard of 10 parts per
billion (ppb) of arsenic in drinking water took ef-
fect on January 23, 2008, affecting nearly 20%
of the water systems in Arizona, California and
Nevada, many of them small systems serving
less than 500 persons. Many of these small sys-
tems, which pump ground water from wells, may
need to install treatment technology for the first
time and must find ways to pay for the treatment.
Water system operators will need to be trained.
Customer rate increases may result from these
additional investments.

EPA is providing training for state, tribal, and water
utility workers, and will collaborate with states and
tribes on compliance assistance and enforcement.
In 2006, EPA's Pacific Southwest Regional Office
will make available to states $110 million to pro-
vide as loans to help water systems make capital
improvements to meet the new standards. EPA
will also work with states, tribes, and water dis-
tricts to identify alternative funding mechanisms,
including other federal and state programs.

Reducing Stormwater Impacts

Taking Action Against Polluted Runoff

Polluted runoff can come from variety of sourc-
es—oil and toxic fluids from industrial sites, auto
wrecking yards, highways, and airports; sedi-
ment from construction sites; livestock manure;
and trash and pet waste from urban streets. In
California, Nevada, Hawaii and Arizona, the rainy
season brings the most polluted runoff, as these
contaminants wash off the land and into nearby
waterways. State and federal law require the
people responsible for industrial pollution sources
to prevent such pollution by preparing and imple-
menting a stormwater management plan.

Hawaii Transportation Department
to Reduce Polluted Runoff

In October 2005, EPA, the Hawaii Department
of Health, and the Hawaii Department of Trans-
portation (HDOT) reached a settlement regarding
HDOT’s violations of Clean Water Act require-
ments to prevent polluted runoff. Under the agree-
ment, HDOT will perform an estimated $50 million
worth of actions over the next five years to reduce
pollution in stormwater runoff from highways, air-
ports, and road construction sites. The settlement
requires HDOT to:

e Update and improve its existing plan for storm
sewer management on Oahu highways. This
includes improving removal of sediment and
debris from roadsides and storm drain catch

}
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basins, reducing roadside erosion, and con-

trolling other sources of pollution in its storm
drainage system.

e Set new procedures for controlling storm-
water at highway construction projects. This
will include improved planning of proposed
projects, and inspecting the work of HDOT
contractors.

e |mprove management of stormwater at air-
ports. This includes managing operations con-
ducted by HDOT as well as an enhanced pro-
gram of inspections and enforcement against
airport tenants who violate stormwater rules.

These improved stormwater management activi-
ties will lead to cleaner streams and coastal wa-
ters, as well as healthier reefs. On Oahu, HDOT's
activities will be focused on watersheds upstream
from waters known to be stressed from pollutants
such as sediment, turbidity, or litter.

In addition, under this settlement HDOT will pay
$1 million in penalties. HDOT will also spend
about $1 million to establish a management sys-
tem for the agency’s many environmental obliga-
tions at its highways, airports, and harbors, as
well as $60,000 to provide training on stormwater
controls to construction contractors throughout
the state.

Soft Drink Bottler Cleans Up Stormwater

In settling EPA's largest-ever water pollution case
against a soft drink bottler, the Seven-Up/RC Bot-
tling Company of Southern California last Novem-
ber agreed to install a new wastewater treatment
system at its Buena Park facility and carry out
stormwater control plans and inspections there
and at another facility in Vernon, Calif.

A three-year investigation by EPA and the U.S. At-
torney’s office found that runoff from the bottling

Tidal wetlands of Morro Bay,
on the Central California
Coast.
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Wetlands near Limantour
Beach, Point Reyes National
Seashore, Calif.

plants was polluting the Los Angeles and San Ga-
briel Rivers with grease, petroleum by-products,
and acid drink product “rejects”—batches of
drinks that had gone bad and could not be used.
In addition, the Buena Park facility was discharg-
ing acidic wastewater into the Orange County
Sanitation District sewer system and a tributary
of the San Gabriel River. Acidic wastewater can
corrode sewer pipes and damage sewage treat-
ment facilities.

Under terms of a settlement in federal court,
Seven-Up entered guilty pleas to 12 counts of
violating the Clean Water Act and agreed to pay
a $600,000 criminal penalty and a $428,250 civil
penalty. Half of the company’s criminal fine will go
to environmental projects administered by Chan-
nel Islands National Park, the National Marine
Fisheries Service, Los Angeles County, and the
California Hazardous Materials Association.

A Hard Look at Auto Wrecking Yards

Poorly-managed auto wrecking yards can release
toxic fluids like fuel, oil, anti-freeze, power steering
and brake fluids, and mercury onto the ground.
When it rains, the toxics either seep downward into
the ground water, or wash off into storm drains,
polluting rivers, creeks, and coastal waters. Last
year, EPA's Pacific Southwest Office stepped up
an ongoing effort to identify junkyard violators and
bring their operations into compliance.

EPA has conducted outreach to the auto disman-
tler commmunity for several years. In particular, EPA
has worked with the industry trade association
in California to improve environmental practices.
Compliance assistance videos, brochures, and
workshops have been developed in multiple lan-
guages to assist owners in understanding the re-
quirements. EPA also brings enforcement cases

against violators: In 2005, the agency fined C&T
Auto Wrecking of Pomona, Calif., $15,000 for
discharging contaminated stormwater into storm
drains which flow to a nearby creek.

Initiating enforcement only for violating permits,
however, would miss an equally important seg-
ment—those facilities that have evaded permit-
ting altogether. In 2005, EPA identified 63 North-
ern California auto wrecking facilities that were
suspected of operating without a stormwater
discharge permit and sent them letters identifying
their responsibilities for preventing pollution. After

~ further investigation, EPA initiated enforcement

actions against 11 facilities. Thirteen of the 63 fa-
cilities have since applied for stormwater permits
(which require a plan to prevent polluted runoff),
11 have shut down or were sold to new owners,
12 were exempt from permit requirements, and
seven were found to have obtained permits.

Wetlands

Wetlands are essential for flood control, filtering
pollutants, and fish and wildlife habitat, and there-
fore the federal Clean Water Act prohibits filling
most wetlands without a permit. These permits,
issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, can
only be granted when there is no “practicable al-
ternative” to filling the wetland.

Saving “Aquatic Resources of
National Importance”

When wetlands that qualify as “Aquatic Resourc-
es of National Importance” are threatened by a
proposed development, EPA can initiate a dis-
pute resolution process with the Corps and the
developer. One matter resolved last year involved
the controversial Montanera Development in the
Gateway Valley of Contra Costa County, Calif.
Community groups had opposed the develop-
ment for 17 years. The developer agreed to elimi-
nate a planned golf course, reduce the graded
area by 119 acres, save two additional acres of
wetlands and more than a mile of tributaries to
Brookside Creek, plant 12 acres of riparian vege-
tation along creeks, and set aside 1,354 acres for
permanent preservation by the East Bay Region
Parks District and the East Bay Municipal Utilities
District.

Enforcement Cases Protect
Streams and Wetlands

In last year’s biggest wetlands enforcement case
in the Pacific Southwest, Adam Brothers Farming,
Inc. agreed to preserve approximately 23 acres
of wetlands, creeks, and riparian habitat on their
property in northern Santa Barbara County and
perform other conservation projects as part of
a $1.15 milion settlement. EPA alleged that the
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company unlawfully filled 70 acres of federally-
regulated wetlands in the late 1990s, including
portions of Orcutt Creek.

The settlement will allow the Land Conservancy of
San Luis Obispo County to purchase and perma-
nently protect two key wetlands parcels: 12 acres
at the Black Canyon Mouth, adjacent to the Gua-
dalupe-Nipomo Dunes wetland complex; and the
Dana Adobe Wetland Complex, a 40-acre par-
cel that includes nearly three-quarters of a mile
of Nipomo Creek. These parcels shelter aquatic
resources similar to the wetlands damaged by
Adam Bros. along Orcutt Creek.

In another case, KB Home of Nevada Inc. bull-
dozed a 160-acre site in southwestern Las Vegas,

EPA People

Nev., including a tributary to Las Vegas Wash,
without a permit required by the Clean Water Act.
After learning of the violations, KB Home agreed
to fund $193,000 to the Bureau of Land Man-
agement for work on riparian restoration projects
in the Red Rock Canyon National Conservation
Area. Projects included fencing Calico and Ash
Springs, expanding the riparian enclosure at
Wheeler Camp Spring and removing tamarisk
and other invasive weeds at selected springs.
The developer also paid an $80,000 penalty. The
restoration projects are ongoing.

Clean Water
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Superfund Turns 25
in California

EPA marked the 25th anniversary of the Super-
fund law in December 2005. Some of Superfund’s
biggest challenges, and biggest successes, have
been at California’s 103 Superfund cleanup sites.
The law was created in December 1980 to ad-
dress the thousands of abandoned, uncontrolled
hazardous waste sites across the nation that were
contaminating our land and soil. Since then, EPA
has cleaned up—or overseen cleanup of—hun-
dreds of sites nationwide, including the infamous
Love Canal in New York.

In California, many of the industries that have
driven the state’s economy—all the way back to
the Gold Rush—have also left the biggest clean-
up challenges. Superfund sites in the state range
from abandoned mines, to former semiconductor
manufacturing plants in Silicon Valley, to closed
military bases. EPA has removed immediate
health threats at all 103 sites, and currently has
soil or groundwater cleanup systems in place or
planned for the remaining contamination. In Sili-

con Valley, for example, soil has been cleaned up
at all of the 26 sites, but groundwater cleanup will
continue for years in the future.

At the Iron Mountain Mine near Redding (pictured
above), EPA has reduced the amount of heavy
metals and acid mine drainage flowing into the
Sacramento River by aimost one ton a day —near-
ly a 95% reduction (see graph, facing page).

In California, EPA has maintained an exceptionally
high success rate in making polluters pay for the
cleanup instead of having to dip into the federal
“Superfund.” Responsible parties are funding the
cleanups at nearly 80% of California’s Superfund
sites. And in cases where the agency has used
federal funding to get cleanups started rather
than waiting for lawsuits to be settled, EPA has
recouped most of the money spent. In 2005 EPA
reached settlements with polluters that secured
more than $52 million for the San Gabriel Valley
groundwater cleanup sites.
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In those cases where the ‘little guy” may get
caught in the liability net, EPA has negotiated hun-
dreds of “de minimis” and “de micromis” settle-
ments to small businesses over the past decade
in order to let small waste contributors cash out
early rather than get entangled in future lawsuits.
These smaller settlements have helped continue
cleanups at sites like the Casmalia site in central
California.

With cleanups well underway, EPA has focused
on redevelopment for many properties that were
once seemingly written off for good. EPA is work-
ing closely with the Department of Defense and
local communities to free up portions of former
military bases that, while listed as Superfund sites,
have plenty of clean property ready for reuse.
EPA's Brownfields Program has already helped
revitalize cities across the Pacific Southwest, in-
cluding Emeryville, West Hollywood and Stockton
in California.

Many challenges remain, but EPA's successes in
eliminating health risks, getting polluters to pay for
their damages, and fostering redevelopment of
sites once they’re clean, bode well for the future.

Progress at Superfund Sites

In 2005, EPA's Pacific Southwest Region made
major advances in the cleanup of many sites on
the Superfund National Priorities List (NPL).

e EPA has begun construction on soil and
groundwater cleanup at the Pemaco Super-
fund site in the city of Maywood, in Southern
California. A clean soil cover will be placed
over the entire site, and landscaping plants
will be used to stabilize the soil. Contaminated
groundwater and soil vapor will be extracted
using vacuum pumps. The groundwater will
be treated with carbon units, and the soil va-
por will be treated with a flameless thermal
oxidation system. The Pemaco Site is a for-
mer chemical blending facility with soil and
groundwater contamination from volatile or-
ganic compounds, such as tetrachloroethene,
a cleaning solvent, and vinyl chloride. The site
is currently being developed into a city park.

e EPA completed negotiations with Del Monte
on the cleanup of the only private NPL site in
Hawaii. The agreement with Del Monte Fresh
Produce requires the company to clean up soil
and groundwater contamination at the Del
Monte Superfund site in Central Oahu. Under
the terms of the consent decree, Del Monte
Fresh Produce will carry out the EPA-approved
cleanup plan, estimated to cost approximately
$13 million by the time it is finished in 2014,
Cleanup of shallow groundwater at the site
has started by using Koa Haole plants, in a
process called phytoremediation. The treat-

Average Total Copper Discharge from Spring Creek

6,000

5,000

4,000

3,000

2,000 -

Copper Concentration (ug/L)

1,000

ment plant for the deep aquifer is operational,
and the deep groundwater in the area will be
pumped and cleaned using air stripping and
carbon filters. The site is part of a 3,000- acre
pineapple plantation in central Oahu that is
leased by Del Monte Fresh Produce.

EPA began the cleanup of contamination re-
sulting from mining more than half a century
ago at the Lava Cap Mine Superfund site in
Nevada County, northeast of Sacramento, Ca-
lif. The cleanup will prevent contamination of
water and soil from arsenic and other heavy
metals, which are byproducts of historic min-
ing operations. The plan includes cleaning up
mine tailings and waste rock, collecting and
treating contaminated water from the mine,
and diverting the flow of clean surface water
around contaminated tailings.

Under EPA's oversight, a group of potentially
responsible parties has begun construction on
a $10 million groundwater cleanup project at
the former Omega Chemical Corp. solvent
and refrigerant recycling facility in Whittier,
Calif. The system, which will extract and treat
groundwater from five wells southwest of the
property, is designed to contain the highest
concentrations of contaminants in the under-
ground “plume” of groundwater contaminated
with volatile organic compounds released at
Omega between 1976 and 1991.

EPA took the lead at the Anaconda Mine
site near Yerington, Nev., and ordered Atlantic
Richfield Co. to begin immediate cleanup work.
EPA’s order outlined initial plans for addressing
the six-square-mile mine site, including air and
water monitoring and data collection, estab-
lishing a site security program, monitoring air
for radiation, and tracking down any radiologi-

Discharges of toxic dissolved
copper from the Iron Mountain
Mine Superfund site into

the Sacramento River have
dramatically decreased due to
construction of two dams and
a water treatment plant.
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Groundwater Treated at Baldwin Park,
San Gabriel Valley
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Groundwater cleanup in the
Baldwin Park area of the San
Gabriel Valley Superfund sites
in California is now providing
drinking water to more

than 35,000 businesses and
residents.

Floating booms were deployed
to collect oil from a pipeline
rupture at Pyramid Lake, Los
Angeles County, Calif.
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cal contamination at the site. The former mine,
about 55 miles southeast of Reno, produced
copper for the Anaconda Company for about
30 years until 1978. Mining activities resulted
in contamination of the soil and groundwater
with several metals and radioactive materi-
als. EPA is providing funding to the Yerington
Paiute Tribe to assess potential environmental
impacts on tribal lands.

There are four major groundwater pollution
sites in the San Gabriel Valley, near Los An-
geles, and treatment plants have been built to
pump out and treat the water. These facilities
will have to be operated for years to come.
In 2005, several long term negotiations were
successful in securing the cooperation of re-
calcitrant parties who had contributed to the
pollution. For the Baldwin Park site, EPA final-

ized seven different consent decrees with 16
separate parties who had not paid their share
of past costs, committing $16 million to this
project. At the Puente Valley site, a consent
decree with Carrier Corp. commits $26.5 mil-
lion for the work there, including a penalty for
noncompliance with an earlier EPA order.

Emergency Response in Action

Complementing EPA's long-term cleanup program

. is an emergency response unit that mobilizes on

a moment’s notice to address everything from oil

; spills to tire fires to national emergencies like Hur-

ricane Katrina.

Oil Spill Cleanups, Prevention:
A Record-Breaking Year

It was a record-breaking year in the Pacific South-
west for compliance and enforcement actions to
prevent oil spills. EPA inspected 90 oil or fuel stor-
age facilities in the region in 2005, requiring op-
erators at 18 of them to prove their readiness for
oil spills by conducting unannounced drills—25%
more inspections and 33% more drills than the
previous year. The inspections and drills resulted
in eight EPA compliance orders and 24 penalty
complaints. These enforcement activities are cru-
cial to reducing the environmental damage caused
each year by oil and fuel spills.

When major spills do occur, EPA cooperates
with other federal, state, and local agencies on
cleanup efforts. In March 2005, a landslide on a
steep slope overlooking Pyramid Lake in the An-
geles National Forest, visible from I-5 north of Los
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Angeles, broke a 14” crude oil pipeline owned by
Pacific Energy Partners. The resulting spill, esti-
mated at 126,000 gallons, quickly flowed downhill
and into the lake, a drinking water reservoir for the
city of Los Angeles.

EPA conducted the response efforts in a Unified
Command with Pacific Energy, the U.S. Forest
Service, and the state Department of Fish and
Game. They immediately placed floating booms
across the affected arm of the lake to stop the
oil from spreading, and then deployed equip-
ment to vacuum up the floating oil. Still, it took
several months to recover more oil from the lake
and shoreline. Restoration work continued in the
landslide area through the end of the year.

In February 2005, EPA responded to an oil dis-
charge from the Union Pacific Railroad’s Ozol
Service Track Area along the Suisun Bay shore-
line at Martinez, about 40 miles northeast of San
Francisco. The area is used for maintenance and
re-fueling. The oil discharge originated from oil-
stained soil and pads surrounding the track. The
oil entered an adjacent storm drain and drained
into Suisun Bay. In June, EPA ordered Union Pa-
cific to improve oil spill prevention measures at the
facility.

Naturally-Occurring Asbestos
in California

In October 2004, at Oak Ridge High School in
El Dorado Hills, east of Sacramento, Calif., news
cameras recorded a bizarre sight: grown men in
protective “moon suits,” their faces covered by
respirators, playing baseball. On the dry dirt, they
kicked up dust running the bases, as part of an
assessment of naturally-occurring asbestos haz-
ards. Each of them carried asbestos air-sampling
devices, and the “game” helped them collect
more than 400 air samples and 180 soil samples.
Several schools in the area are built on rock that
contains asbestos, and it can be kicked up into
the air as dust.

Analyzing the samples was technically challeng-
ing, and took several months. In May 2005, an
EPA team presented the results of the investiga-
tion at a meeting attended by 1,000 people, most
of them worried about the asbestos health haz-
ards faced by their children. There were elevated
asbestos levels at three schools. EPA has worked
with the schools, and state and local agencies to
prevent asbestos-laden dust from being gener-
ated by normal school activities.

Using the procedures developed at El Dorado
Hills, EPA sampled asbestos-laden dust at the
Clear Creek Management Area, a rugged 30,000
acre tract in San Benito and Fresno Counties, Ca-
[if., where off-road vehicle recreation is allowed by
the Bureau of Land Management (BLM). The area

EPA Partnerships
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Riders with monitoring
equipment and protective gear
prepare to kick up asbestos-
laden dust in the Clear Creek
Management Area to measure
what ATV enthusiasts might be
breathing into their lungs.

has thin soil composed mostly of the underlying
serpentine rock—one of the largest naturally-oc-
curring asbestos deposits in the world. As in El
Dorado Hills, EPA contractors wore protective
“moon suits” as they simulated recreational ac-
tivities while gathering dust samples. They drove
off-road vehicles on unpaved roads and trails,
drove SUVs, hiked, and pitched tents. The results
showed unhealthy asbestos levels in the air. EPA
worked with the BLM to close the area to off-road
vehicles during the annual dry season, when the
soils create dust more easily.

The area is part of the Atlas Asbestos Mine Su-
perfund site. Even though the mine site itself has
been cleaned up and no longer poses a risk to
human health, risks posed by naturally-occurring
asbestos outside the mine site boundary must be
assessed before the site can be removed from
EPA's National Priorities List.

Brownfields: The Road
to Revitalization

EPA’s Brownfields Program works to assess, clean
up and redevelop potentially contaminated lands.
Last year, EPA issued $6.35 million in grants to
26 entities in California, Arizona, Nevada, Hawaii,
and tribal lands to help local governments start
these projects.

On October 11, 2005, San Francisco Mayor
Gavin Newsom and former mayor Willie Brown
stood before a crowd of jazz musicians and sup-
porters as they broke ground for a new 12-story
development in the city’s Fillmore District that will
house a 420-seat jazz club, a jazz heritage cen-
ter, 80 residential units, restaurants, and a parking
garage. But before construction could begin, the

first step was to break up an asphalt parking lot
on the site, and excavate and remove petroleum-
contaminated soil. EPA helped clear this obstacle
with a $200,000 petroleum Brownfields grant to
the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency.

The Fillmore District was once known as “the
Harlem of the West,” since it was a center of Af-
rican-American culture in the 1940s and 1950s,
when black musicians were not allowed to play in
whites-only downtown nightclubs. Instead, they
played in black-owned clubs in the old Victorian
homes of the Fillmore. But the neighborhood
withered in the mid-1960s when redevelopment
condemned block after block to demolition, and
left many lots vacant for decades. A smaller Afri-
can-American community is still there, and turned
out in force for the groundbreaking. City officials
and residents are hoping the new development
will re-energize the neighborhood. Construction is
now underway.

Last year, EPA officials joined local governments
to celebrate the completion of EPA-funded petro-
leum Brownfields cleanups in Culver City, Calif.,
and Tucson, Ariz.

In Southern California, Culver City opened a new
off-leash dog park on a former petroleum-contam-
inated oil well site. A $250,000 EPA Brownfields
grant made the assessment and cleanup pos-
sible. A number of canine attendees participated
in the ribbon cutting ceremony.

In December 2005, EPAs Pacific Southwest
Waste Division Director Jeff Scott joined the may-
or of Tucson in a Brownfields event celebrating
the completion of an underground storage tank
cleanup that made way for a new high school.
Tucson Mayor Robert Walkup shut off the soil va-
por extraction unit, officially ending the site clean-
up activity. The site, located in Tucson’s Historic
Warehouse Arts District, will be redeveloped into
an alternative high school with an arts focus.

For more on Brownfields in the Pacific Southwest,
see ‘EPA People’ on the opposite page.

Safely Managing
Hazardous Waste

EPA’s hazardous waste program, organized under
the federal Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act (RCRA), works to protect human health and
the environment by reducing the generation of
hazardous waste, and by ensuring that its trans-
port, storage, and disposal is done safely. Under
RCRA, hazardous waste is tracked and docu-
mented “from cradle to grave” so that waste gen-
erators and handlers can be held accountable.

Last year, EPA's Pacific Southwest Office took
24 administrative penalty actions against facili-
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ties whose mishandling of hazardous waste was
endangering their workers and surrounding com-
munities. These waste handlers were required to
clean up hazardous waste releases, ship hazard-
ous waste to permitted facilities, close or replace
leaking containers, properly train their personnel,
develop plans for emergencies, and pay a total of
$378,220 in fines.

EPA People

Two of the facilities also completed environmen-
tal projects as part of their legal settlements. One
purchased life-saving equipment for the local
fire department and air and weather monitoring
equipment for a local environmental agency. The
second conducted a series of free seminars on
waste management for facilities that generate
hazardous waste (auto shops, welding shops,
photo shops, etc.).
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Healthy Approaches
to Agriculture

Thousands of square miles of agricultural land in
the Pacific Southwest provide food and fiber for
the nation and for worldwide export. Good stew-
ardship of working agricultural lands can benefit
the environment by preventing polluted runoff to
rivers and streams and providing seasonal wildlife
habitat. EPA supports the industry’s stewardship
efforts by fostering collaborative, innovative ac-
tions that show the way to a sustainable future.

EPA also works with its state and local regulatory
partners to ensure that agricultural practices don’t
harm the environment or threaten public health.
EPA provides compliance assistance to educate
members of the agricultural community about
their obligations under federal environmental reg-
ulations and cost-effective ways to comply.

Communities and Ecosystems

Promoting Sustainable Agriculture

In the context of the University of California’s
Sustainable Agriculture Research Program (UC-
SAREP), EPA has been working with some of the
most forward-thinking, innovative farmers, com-
modity groups, food processors, and university
researchers to field-test crop-specific sustainable
farming practices. In 2005, EPA issued $1.6 mil-
lion in grants for this purpose to California farm
groups, leveraging $2.67 million in grants from
the state government, other federal agencies and
foundations. California farmers funded by these
grants have achieved impressive results.

From 2002 to 2005, growers associated with
the Lodi-Woodbridge Winegrape Commission
reduced acreage treated with the high-risk pes-
ticides propargite and simazine by 55% and 72%
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respectively, through a new self-assessment work-
book that promotes sustainable practices. During
a similar period, growers on the Central Coast
Vineyard Team decreased use of herbicides and
nearly eliminated the use of chlorpyrophos and
diazinon through Integrated Pest Management
(IPM)—the use of non-toxic or less-toxic pest
management strategies. Similarly, the Sonoma
County Grape Growers Association reduced
their use of nine high-risk pesticides by 32% and
their acreage treated by 31% between 1999 and
2003, through a grower-to-grower IPM education
program. These methods show the potential for
similar results throughout California’s 826 square
miles of winegrape vineyards.

EPA grants totaling $519,000 over the past de-
cade have funded similar efforts by California al-
mond growers, who produce three-quarters of
the world’s aimonds from nearly 900 square miles
of orchards. Numbers are not yet available for
results after 2000, but from 1991 to 2000, use
of highly toxic organophosphate pesticides on al-
mond trees during their dormant season dropped
by 77%.

For more on sustainable agriculture efforts, see
‘EPA People’ on page 25.

Assessing Dairy Manure Technologies

Dairy manure can pollute ground and surface
waters with nutrients, salts, bacteria, and or-
ganic matter; it can also pollute air with ammo-
nia, methane, odors, and smog-forming volatile
organic compounds. This is of particular concern
in California’s San Joaquin Valley, home to more
than a million dairy cows.

In 2005, EPA led the Dairy Manure Collaborative,
a diverse group of dairy industry stakeholders,
in seeking solutions to the manure management
problems in the valley. A first step was to find
combinations of technologies that could address
dairy manure’s air, water and solid waste impacts.
The group reviewed more than 70 technologies
and issued a report assessing the environmental
and economic performance of the first 44 of them
in late 2005. This year, these technologies are
being tested in dairy manure management pilot
projects.

Protecting Endangered Species

With support from EPA, California has taken a gi-
ant step forward in assuring that agriculture will
not jeopardize endangered species. The California
Endangered Species Project has created a Web
site that provides California pesticide users with
use recommendations that protect listed species.
The site allows pesticide users to specify which
pesticide they plan to use and where, to deter-
mine if there are local use restrictions designed

to protect any endangered fish and wildlife. It also
includes the life histories of listed species, and
how to identify them. With this information, the
California pesticide user can be assured that the
chemicals that they are using are not going to
harm endangered species. To see how it works,
go to www.calpip.cdpr.ca.gov/cfdocs/calpip/
prod/main.cfm

Protecting Consumers

Shipments of produce in the U.S. are subject to
inspection to determine if they have unsafe or il-
legal pesticide residues. On the Pacific islands of
Guam, American Samoa, the Commonwealth of
the Northern Mariana Islands, Palau, and Yap,
however, the local governments had no trained
inspectors. EPA arranged for a Hawaii Depart-
ment of Agriculture inspector to do joint inspec-
tions with local authorities on these remote is-
lands to address the most egregious violations of
pesticide laws and also to build their capacity to
conduct inspections, take residue samples, and
obtain lab analyses.

On American Samoa, the lab results showed resi-
dues of illegal pesticides on food crops, indicating
that farmers were using pesticides not intended
for food crops, or using too much. The American
Samoa EPA used its enforcement authorities to
stop several farms from selling their pesticide-
contaminated produce. The agency has warned
farmers throughout the territory that they must
verify that the pesticides used on vegetables are
approved, and are used in proper amounts.

U.S.-Mexico Border

Environmental and public health needs inthe U.S.-
Mexico border area include drinking water and
wastewater services, waste disposal, and air pol-
lution reductions. EPA has been actively engaged
with agencies in Mexico, as well as with state
and local partners, in significantly improving en-
vironmental conditions. These partnerships have

This covered lagoon is part of
a new biogas energy system
funded by the California
Energy Commission at Joseph
Gallo Farms, a dairy in Atwater,
Calif. The decomposing
manure creates biogas—
primarily methane and carbon
dioxide —which is piped to
generators and burned to
generate 700 kW of electricity.
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Monitoring system to measure
air pollution from diesel trucks
crossing the U.S.-Mexico
border.

resulted in investments in water infrastructure,
waste disposal and diesel emissions reductions,
leading to substantial achievements in 2005.

Investing in Water Infrastructure

EPA’'s border water infrastructure program works
to provide affordable drinking and wastewater
services to border communities in the U.S. and
Mexico. The program and its binational partners
have so far certified 54 projects at a total cost
of $1.5 billion, with a third of the funding com-
ing from EPA's Border Environment Infrastructure
Fund. Last year’s prioritization process identified
135 eligible projects representing $900 million in
need; 26 of these projects were selected for de-
velopment and construction funding.

The three major border sister-city pairs continue
to be a high priority for EPA's Pacific Southwest
Region:

e |n Tiuana/San Diego, four new projects to
provide water and wastewater services to
colonias in the Tijuana area were selected to
receive assistance. Work also continued on
the $42 million Tijuana Sana project, which
focuses on eliminating sewage overflows and
leaks in the Tijuana River watershed and will
benefit more than 1.3 million people.

e In Mexicali/Calexico, considerable progress
was made on the $30 million Mexicali Il proj-
ect, which will collect and convey up to 20 mil-
lion gallons of raw sewage a day away from
the New River to be treated at a new waste-
water treatment plant in Las Arenitas. Another
wastewater collection and conveyance proj-
ect, Mexicali IV, was selected to receive devel-
opment and construction assistance.

¢ In Nogales, Sonora/ Nogales, Ariz., three BEIF
grant agreements were signed in December
2005, awarding over $70 million for projects
valued at more than $100 million. These proj-
ects will upgrade the water distribution and
wastewater collection systems in Nogales,
Sonora, and the wastewater treatment plant
just north of Nogales, Ariz. They also will great-

ly help to reduce fugitive wastewater flowing
across the border and contamination levels in
the Nogales Wash and Santa Cruz River.

Supporting Border Tribes

Last year, EPA and the Pala Band of Mission Indi-
ans used $36,000 of EPA funding to assess drink-
ing water quality in seven indigenous communi-
ties in Baja California, just across the U.S.-Mexico
Border. The results showed contamination with E.
coli and coliform bacteria at levels unsafe not only
for drinking but for swimming. As a result of the
findings, EPA provided $66,000 and the Mexican
government spent $900,000 to build safe drinking
water supply systems and evaluate ground water
as a source for these communities.

Between 1996 and 2003, EPA's Tribal Border
Infrastructure Program provided $28.4 million in
funding for drinking water and wastewater proj-
ects in the U.S. within 62 miles of the U.S.-Mex-
ico Border. By 2005, these projects had brought
safe drinking water to 7,765 tribal homes and
built sewage collection and treatment systems for
1,888 homes.

One environmental issue unique to Border area
tribes is trash left by undocumented immigrants.
Remote stretches of desert have been littered with
discarded clothing, plastic bags, drink cans and
bottles, food wrappers, and miscellaneous items.
Last year the Tohono O’odham Nation, whose
land area is as large as Connecticut, cleaned
up 84 sites, removing an astounding 40 tons of
trash.

Reducing Diesel Emissions

In the first phase of the San Diego-Tijuana Die-
sel Retrofit Project, EPA provided more than
$200,000 to retrofit a dozen heavy-duty diesel
trucks involved in shipping goods between the
U.S. and Mexico with emission controls. EPA
provided another $200,000 to test technologies
for measuring emissions from trucks crossing the
border near Nogales, Ariz., including remote sens-
ing units, opacity testing equipment, and portable
emission monitors. And Mexico pledged to phase
in low-sulfur diesel fuel over the next five years,
starting with the six border states, which include
Baja California and Sonora.

Cleaning Up Abandoned Tire Piles

The cleanup of abandoned scrap tire piles is a sig-
nificant binational border priority. The tire piles are
potential breeding grounds for mosquitoes and
other organisms that are vectors of disease such
as the West Nile virus. In addition, smoke from tire
pile fires can pose a severe public health threat.

So far, more than 2.1 million tires have been re-
moved from along the border in the Pacific South-
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west, including 420,000 tires from the Innor tire
pile and three-quarters of the 1.2 million tires at
Centinela in Baja California last year. The Innor
scrap tires were reused as fuel in a local cement
plant as a result of a collaboration agreement
among EPA, SEMARNAT (Mexico’s Environment
Secretariat), the State of Baja, the municipality of
Mexicali, and the private sector.

Tribal Accomplishments

EPA’s Pacific Southwest Region has 146 Indian
tribes. Of these, 131 received a total of $40 mil-
lion in EPA grants for their environmental pro-
grams in 2005. Working in partnership with EPA
and the Indian Health Service, tribes have made
great strides in building and operating environ-
mental infrastructure, such as drinking water and
wastewater treatment systems and air monitor-
ing equipment. EPA also provided training to tribal
environmental staff, and certified tribal inspectors
to perform compliance inspections of oil and haz-
ardous waste facilities and pesticide use. And EPA
is cooperating with six tribes planning to build ca-
sinos or permit industrial facilities, to ensure that
these projects minimize environmental impacts.

In 2005, Pacific Southwest tribes and EPA cleaned
up 158 dumps and 13 leaking underground fuel
tanks, piped safe drinking water to 1,249 addi-
tional tribal homes, and recycled a million pounds
of waste. Eighty-five tribes routinely monitor their
air or water; 54 have recycling programs.

While the numbers are impressive, they just hint
at the results on the ground. For instance, in
2005 the Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe cleaned up
and closed approximately 30 dumps, including
three major sites, on their reservation northwest
of Reno, Nev. The dumps had littered the land-
scape with household waste, medical waste,
dead animals, and discarded water heaters and
appliances. The tribe removed the trash to solid
waste landfills or recycling facilities. Near Fallon,
Nev., the Fallon Paiute-Shoshone Tribe complet-
ed a treatment plant that removes arsenic from
the groundwater, providing a safe drinking water
source for the community.

Forty-one Pacific Southwest tribes now have their
own environmental regulatory programs. EPA and
tribal regulators across the region conducted 600
inspections of pesticide use, and collected $1.25
million in fines from polluters. The Hualapai Tribe
in the Grand Canyon enacted water quality stan-
dards and supporting tribal ordinances to provide
an enforceable means to change wildlife manage-
ment and ranching practices to prevent pollution.
Such measures include putting fencing around
natural springs to keep livestock, deer, and elk
from muddying and polluting them.

Providing training for tribal environmental field staff
has been a high priority. Last year, for example,
EPA conducted 19 underground storage tank in-
spector trainings with over 156 tribal participants.
EPA and the tribes cooperated on inspecting 79
underground storage tanks, and issuing 17 field
citations. The increased enforcement in recent
years has gotten results. Over the last three years,
underground tank compliance rates at the Navajo
Nation jumped from 2% of facilities inspected to
54%.

Last year, tribes used EPA and other funding to
initiate 60 watershed restoration projects and
complete 45 of them. For example, the Torres
Martinez Desert Cahuilla Tribe, near California’s
Salton Sea, broke ground for an 85-acre, $1.5 mil-
lion wetland project that will improve water qual-
ity and provide wildlife habitat. The Hualapai Tribe
restored riparian wetlands, built fences in grazing
areas, and removed feral animals around springs.
And the Fallon Paiute-Shoshone Tribe received a
grant from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service for
mechanical removal and piling of invasive salt ce-
dar on 800 acres within the tribal wetlands.

Pacific Islands: Making
the Water Safer to Drink

In the past, unreliable drinking water delivery sys-
tems in Guam have been frequently contaminated
with bacteria from sewage spills. These contami-
nation incidents resulted in “boil water” notices
sent to residents. Last year, however, improve-
ments to the island’s drinking water and waste-
water treatment systems, along with EPA over-
sight of the Guam Waterworks Authority (GWA),
resulted in the safest drinking water Guam has
experienced in decades.

Torres-Martinez Desert
Cabhuilla Tribe officials break
ground for an 85-acre wetland
restoration project near
California’s Salton Sea. The
project will improve water
quality and provide wildlife
habitat.
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The GWA improved its management by hiring
a new chief engineer on loan from EPA, and in-
creasing the number of certified operators at its
wastewater treatment plant. Better generators,
pumps, and motors were installed; the disinfec-
tion system was improved. As a result of all these
changes, sewage spills were reduced by 90%.

Saipan, an island with a population of 70,000 in
the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is-
lands, not far from Guam, has a different drinking
water problem: Water only comes out of the tap a
few hours each day. Last year, EPA worked with
the Department of the Interior and the CNMI gov-
ernment to support improvements to the drink-
ing water system in Saipan following a $1 million
congressional appropriation. This funding helped
Saipan drill new wells, establish a leak detection
system, and install better water meters to dis-
courage waste. Drinking water is still not avail-
able around the clock, but water in the system
increased by 25%.

EPA's Pacific Islands Office has in recent years
placed four staff people in the islands’ own en-
vironmental agencies in American Samoa and
Guam. Last year, EPA doubled the staff assign-
ments to the islands, with three each in Ameri-
can Samoa and Guam, and two on Saipan. The
additional staff helped make these drinking water
improvements happen. In addition, EPA engi-
neers travel to Palau and the Marshall Islands to
assess problems in their drinking water systems.
These efforts, in partnership with the islands’
water agencies, will result in safer drinking water
for more than 300,000 people on these distant
islands.

Environmental Reviews Protect
People, Species, Wetlands

Under the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA), federal agencies must prepare an Envi-
ronmental Impact Statement (EIS) on any pro-
posed agency action that might significantly affect
the environment. If there is a significant impact,
agencies must analyze alternatives, and identify
the one that best minimizes impacts.

Actions that require an EIS include land manage-
ment plans by the U.S. Forest Service and the Bu-
reau of Land Management, mining permits, dam
construction and operation, and construction of
federally-funded highways. Since more than half
of the Pacific Southwest Region’s land is feder-
ally-owned, the region has more than its share
of EISs—in fact, 20% of the nationwide total. In
2005, EPA's Pacific Southwest Office completed
reviews of 109 EISs.

In one significant project, the regional Environ-
mental Review Office worked with the Bureau of

Land Management to ban off-road vehicles during
the dry season at the Clear Creek Management
Area near Hollister, Calif., after EPA found hazard-
ous levels of naturally-occurring asbestos in the
air resulting from dust kicked up by the vehicles
(for details, see Clean Land chapter).

In another part of California, EPA analyzed a pro-
posed tree-thinning project to reduce fire hazards
in the Plumas National Forest, north of Lake Ta-
hoe. To avoid potential impacts to spotted owls
and northern goshawks, EPA recommended
avoiding tree-cutting in watersheds that are al-
ready degraded, and limiting activities in Riparian
Habitat Conservation Areas. As a result, the U.S.
Forest Service has reduced by 1,800 acres the
forest area that will be clearcut or thinned. The
Forest Service also agreed to reduce dust and soil
erosion by changes to road-building practices in
the area.

EPA also reviewed an EIS on the proposed U.S.
93 highway bypass around Boulder City, Nev. The
area provides habitat and movement corridors
for the desert bighorn sheep. There, EPA worked
with the Federal Highway Administration and the
Nevada Department of Transportation to establish
a 500-acre wildlife preserve, protect wildlife move-
ment corridors, and fund continued monitoring of
the bighorn sheep population.

In California, EPA worked with CalTrans and the
Federal Highway Administration to revamp an in-
teragency guidance for analyzing the cumulative
impacts of road projects. The guidance is avail-
able online at www.dot.ca.gov/ser/cumulative_
gquidance/purpose.htm.

Building Capacity in
Communities

To promote long-term community-based solutions
to environmental problems, EPA works to build [o-
cal capacity within communities to deal with envi-
ronmental issues. Such “capacity building” efforts
paid off in the urban Southern California commu-
nities of Pacoima and Barrio Logan last year.

In Pacoima, a neighborhood of Los Angeles, 200
Latino and African-American families took advan-
tage of an EPA Collaborative Problem-Solving
grant to make home improvements that reduced
their risk of lead poisoning. The community group
involved, Pacoima Beautiful, also surveyed local
physicians and found that only 28% of low-in-
come children were being tested for blood lead
levels because physicians mistakenly thought
there was no danger. The group persuaded 25
doctors to get training on lead poisoning preven-
tion and screening.
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In Barrio Logan, a low-income Latino neighbor-
hood in San Diego where an EPA/Cal-EPA/En-
vironmental Health Coalition pilot project began
in 2000, many local residents were concerned
about the health effects of large trucks parked on
neighborhood streets that would idle for hours,
pumping diesel exhaust into the air. The residents
worked with city government staff to develop a
simple but effective way to virtually eliminate truck
idling: They changed street parking to diagonal
spaces too small for the big rigs, posted more
“No Parking” and “No Idling” signs, and worked
with traffic enforcement officers to ensure that the
new rules were enforced. Trucks stopped park-
ing in the residential area, allowing residents to
breathe easier.

Reducing Exposure to Toxics

Lead Still a Health Hazard to Kids

Lead-based paint hasn’t been available in the U.S.
for use in residential buildings since 1978, but it
was so universally used earlier that it’s still around
in more than half our homes and schools—and
still has the potential to poison young children.
Children can also be poisoned if anyone in their
home is scraping or sanding lead paint from the
walls. Lead poisoning can lead to learning disabil-
ities, decreased growth, hyperactivity, and brain
damage in children.

To address this widespread hazard, EPA and the
State of California since 1999 have accredited
training providers and created a workforce of over
7,000 lead paint professionals. Between 2000
and 2005, 13,300 lead paint abatement projects
in the Pacific Southwest Region removed over
580,000 pounds of lead from more than 19 million
square feet of painted surfaces. However, this ac-
counted for only a small fraction of the estimated
2.4 million homes in the region that may still have
lead paint on their walls.

Before removing lead-based paint from homes,
workers must take special precautions to mini-
mize any risks to human health and the environ-
ment. For a list of EPA-certified lead paint remov-
ers in California, Arizona, Nevada, and Hawaii, go
to www.epa.gov/region09/toxic/lead/firms.htm|

EPA requires that anyone selling or renting resi-
dential property built before 1978 provide infor-
mation to prospective renters or buyers about
lead-based paint used in the buildings. Landlords
who fail to comply are subject to enforcement ac-
tions which may require lead paint abatement in
addition to penalties. For example, last year EPA
cited a San Jose, Calif., landlord for 292 violations
of lead disclosure rules. To settle the charges, the
landlord agreed to remove lead paint from 21 old-

er units where children live, at a cost of $138,539,
and pay a penalty of $15,393.

TRI Enforcement Leads to
Reductions in Toxics

Public disclosure through the Toxics Release In-
ventory (TRI) is a powerful incentive for facilities
to reduce their use and emissions of toxic chemi-
cals. Enforcement is needed to ensure compli-
ance, however. In 2005, EPA's Pacific Southwest
Region settled 31 TRI enforcement cases, result-
ing in disclosure of 125 million pounds of toxic
releases, and penalties of nearly $500,000.

After the enforcement actions, three facilities re-
duced their use of certain toxic chemicals. Profes-
sional Finishing of Richmond, Calif., substituted
less-toxic acetone for methyl ethyl ketone, poten-
tially reducing air releases by 204 pounds annually.
Berg Lacquer Co. of Los Angeles has substituted
acetone for toluene and xylene. Dionex Corp. of
Sunnyvale, Calif., is planning to phase out its use
of lead compounds by 2010.

EPA People
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Upholding Standards,
Speeding Progress

Strong standards, consistently and fairly enforced,
are the foundation for aimost all of what gets done
to protect public and environmental health. The
history of the Pacific Southwest is rich with exam-
ples of federal, state and tribal regulators working
together to assure compliance with national and
local requirements. Broad compliance not only
achieves results in terms of environmental qual-
ity, but also assures the essential economic “level
playing field” for those who invest in compliance.

In the Pacific Southwest, EPA and its fellow regu-
lators have worked together to provide the public
health protection brought by compliance with en-
vironmental rules. They have used that foundation
to partner with industry, advocates and the pub-
lic to move beyond compliance in many creative
ways, with often substantial gains in public health
protection. In 2005, work on these closely allied
fronts produced significant progress.

Compliance Assistance,
Strong Enforcement Get Results

This past year, EPA and its partners continued
to provide a broad presence through inspection
programs targeted to significant public health
threats and in response to citizen concerns. This
compliance monitoring work was supplemented
with focused compliance assistance designed to
make sure those who have a duty to comply with
environmental rules know what they must do and
where to get technical help if needed. Through a
variety of traditional and creative approaches, EPA
has been able to reach out to many remote areas
(such as tribes, outer islands and border commu-
nities) and often unite regulated entities with their
communities to find solutions.

For enforcement, the year started strong with
landmark settlements in Southern California for
more than $2.6 billion in sewer system upgrades
(see last year’s report, where these cases were
previewed, for more details). More than 436 en-
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forcement actions through the rest of the year
garnered an additional $385 million in funding to
clean up and prevent pollution caused by viola-
tions. Collection of $6.5 million in penalties as-
sured that polluters gained no advantage over
those who invest in compliance.

Public communication via the Web and the news
media played a strong role in getting the compli-
ance message out—both demonstrating sound
results to local communities and putting indus-
try groups on notice that they would be held ac-
countable. The introduction of a new and easy-
to-use “citizen complaints” badge on EPA's Web
sites also served to strengthen partnerships with
the public in identifying and addressing serious
violations.

For more information on enforcement activi-
ties in the Pacific Southwest, visit www.epa.
gov/region09/enforcement.

If you’ve seen something that leads
you to believe an environmental /E';I/\\

violation has occurred, report it < t
to EPA by going to www.epa.gov g iironmental |
and clicking on the badge with Violation: ‘

\‘\/ |

the words “Report Environmental
Violations.”

Supplemental Environmental
Projects Improve Health,
Environment

In settling enforcement actions, EPA often nego-
tiates settlements that include commitments to
upgrade equipment to permanently reduce pollu-
tion. In some cases settlements include additional
projects, known as Supplemental Environmental
Projects (SEPs), to benefit nearby communities.

In 2005, companies in the Pacific Southwest
Region spent a total of $14.2 million in SEPs as
part of EPA enforcement settlements. These proj-
ects, which go beyond investments needed for
compliance with environmental regulations, offer
a unique opportunity to further our nation’s goals
for a cleaner, healthier envrironment.

Reducing Pollution

e Saint-Gobain Containers Inc. agreed to resolve
Clean Air Act violations at its Madera, Calif.,
facility, reducing smog-causing air emissions
by 400 tons per year. The company agreed
to spend $13.8 million to install and operate
air pollution control equipment and will also
further reduce pollution as part of a $1.2 mil-
lion supplemental environmental project. This
precedent-setting settlement establishes the
most stringent nitrogen oxide limit for a con-

tainer glass furnace in the country. Residents
of the San Joaquin Valley will benefit from
cleaner air.

e Chevron USA Inc. will reduce diesel emissions
from fleet vehicles at its oil refineries in Califor-
nia and Hawaii. In addition, Chevron will reduce
odors and air emissions at its refineries in El
Segundo, Calif., and Kapolei, Hawaii, contrib-
ute $100,000 for emergency response equip-
ment for the El Segundo Fire Department, and
provide a 29-year, rent-free lease of five acres
to the city of Richmond, Calif., for emergency
training exercises. The estimated cost of the
refinery modifications is $1.5 million.

e The Seven-Up Bottling Co. will replace the
existing fleet of gasoline vehicles at its Sac-
ramento, Calif., plant with propane forklifts
and other alternative fuel vehicles, at a cost
of $135,000. The project is part of a settle-
ment to resolve stormwater and wastewater
violations.

e As part of a settlement involving lead paint
disclosure violations, a San Jose, Calif., land-
lord agreed to perform lead abatement work.
The owner will conduct lead inspections and
risk assessments as well as lead abatement
where hazards are found in 21 rental units in
San Jose.

Restoring Natural Environments

e |Los Angeles will undertake several environ-
mental projects to restore streams and wet-
lands and to capture and treat polluted storm
drain flows. The $8.5 million projects are part
of a $2 billion settliement in one of the largest
sewage cases in U.S. history.

e As part of a settlement with construction
company Colorado Structures and Wal-Mart
Stores, Inc. for stormwater pollution preven-
tion violations at a store construction site, the
Bentonville, Ark., retail giant will purchase a
Central Valley vernal pool habitat for protec-
tion. Violations at the Sacramento, Calif.-area
store construction site polluted a nearby creek
with sediment.

e The San Gabriel Valley Superfund site’s Pu-
ente Valley agreement calls for a groundwater
treatment system and an innovative environ-
mental project to convert a former duck farm
to community open space. ( For more informa-
tion about groundwater treatment at the San
Gabriel Valley site, see pg. 16.)

Supporting Public Health

e Romic Environmental Technologies, a haz-
ardous waste facility, will purchase life-saving
equipment for the Gila River Indian Commu-

ardship
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Dockside news conference
to announce $25 million
penalty for oil pollution—the
largest ever for deliberate oil
discharges from a ship.
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nity Fire Department and air monitoring and
meteorological equipment for the Gila River In-
dian Community Department of Environmental
Quality. The company was also fined $67,888
for multiple hazardous waste violations at its
facility on the Gila River Indian Reservation
in the Lone Butte Industrial Park in Chandler,
Ariz.

e Chemical Waste Management will purchase
emergency response equipment for the Kings
County, Calif., Environmental Health Ser-
vices Department. The project was part of a
$47,500 settlement regarding the company’s
alleged failure to conduct monthly monitoring
at one of four PCB disposal units at its Kettle-
man City facility.

e Anvil Cases, Inc. donated emergency response
equipment to the Santa Fe Springs Fire De-
partment. The project was part of a settlement
with Anvil Cases, of the City of Industry, Ca-
lif., for allegedly filing chemical release forms
late, a violation of the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act.

Training for Handling Hazardous Materials

e The Arizona Department of Transportation
agreed to finance seminars conducted by
the Environmental Information Association
on asbestos regulatory compliance training
to contractors, charter schools, and building
owners.

¢ Long Beach City College will perform an envi-
ronmental project that will improve hazardous
waste handling by other area colleges. The
college will present seminars to 11 area school
districts to get the word out about proper ways
to handle hazardous waste.

EPA Prosecutes
Ocean Oil Dumpers

EPA investigations into illegal discharge of pollut-
ants to U.S. waters last year resulted in two ship-

ping companies being ordered to correct pollu-
tion violations on their vessels worldwide and pay
large fines.

EPA investigates allegations of criminal wrongdo-
ing under various environmental laws, including
data fraud, illegal disposal of hazardous waste,
illegal importation of certain chemicals; tamper-
ing with a drinking water supply; mail fraud, wire
fraud, conspiracy and money laundering relating
to environmental crimes.

Evergreen Pleads Guilty to
Container-Ship Pollution

The U.S. Department of Justice announced
criminal charges in Los Angeles last year against
Evergreen International, S.A., one of many Ever-
green-related companies involved in the container
ship business. The charges included concealing
deliberate, illegal discharge of waste oil, causing a
negligent discharge into the Columbia River, mak-
ing false statements, obstruction of Coast Guard
inspections, and failing to maintain an accurate QOil
Record Book.

Under the terms of a plea agreement, Evergreen
paid $25 million, the largest-ever amount for a
case involving deliberate pollution from a ship,
and pleaded guilty to 24 felony counts brought
in Los Angeles; Newark, N.J.; Portland, Ore.; Se-
attle; and Charleston, S.C. Of the total, $10 million
will be divided equally and used for environmental
community service projects in each of the five ju-
dicial districts where the violations took place.

Moller-Maersk Ordered to Develop
Environmental Compliance Plan

A.P. Moller-Maersk Company of Denmark, which
operates a fleet of over 200 vessels worldwide,
was ordered to develop and carry out a fleet-wide
environmental compliance program. The com-
pany pleaded guilty and was fined $500,000 as
a result of a criminal investigation conducted by
EPA and the U.S. Coast Guard into waste oil in
the overboard piping of the Motor Vessel Jane
Maersk.

The investigation also uncovered evidence of
false entries in the ship’s oil record book. The
false entries concerned the operation of the ship’s
incinerator which, in part, is used to burn waste
oil sludge. In a related court action, the ship’s
second engineer was sentenced to four months’
community confinement for his role in conceal-
ing and destroying key documents related to the
investigation.

Cargo Ship Engineer Jailed for
Concealing Oil-Tainted Water Dumping

The chief engineer of the M/V Katerina was
sentenced to eight months in jail for bypassing
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the ship’s oil-water separator, a critical water-
pollution control device. He tried to conceal the
bypass when the ship came into port at Long
Beach, Calif. The ship operator, DST Shipping,
Inc., of Greece, pleaded guilty to two felony
charges and paid a $1 million fine.

Partnering to Prevent Pollution

S. Phoenix Industry Challenge/
Good Neighbor Partnership

On March 8, 2005, EPA joined with industry, city,
county and Arizona state officials to launch a vol-
untary partnership aimed at reducing air pollution
and preventing chemical releases in the South
Phoenix area.

Goodrich-Aircraft Interior Products hosted the
event at their South Phoenix facility. The Indus-
try Challenge/Good Neighbor partnership seeks
to reduce emissions of more than 30 hazardous
air pollutants by 20% by 2007, and to enhance
safety procedures to avoid accidental releases.

“This partnership shows that, working together,
we can keep jobs in the community and have a
healthy environment,” said EPA Regional Admin-
istrator Wayne Nastri. “When industry is willing to
explore ways to further reduce their emissions
and enhance their safety practices, we all win.”

More than 20 industries have joined the alliance
of businesses and regulatory professionals re-
sponsible for environmental health and safety
performance in the South Phoenix area. Com-
panies joining the voluntary program range from
locally-owned businesses to larger corporations,
including pool companies, electronics manufac-
turers, fiberglass manufacturers, metal finishers,
and aircraft product manufacturers. In addition,
industries that store ammaonia, chlorine and nitric
acid will handle these chemicals more safely.

The partnership grew out of the South Phoenix
Multi-Media Toxics Reduction project initiated by
the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality
(ADEQ) in 2003. EPA provides technical assis-
tance to industry to help them meet their emission
reduction and accident prevention goals.

For more information go to www.phoenixindus-
trychallenge.com

Northrop, Exide Honored for
Hazwaste Reduction Efforts

In December 2005, EPA honored Northrop Grum-
man Space Technology and Exide Technologies
for participating in the National Partnership for En-
vironmental Priorities, which aims to reduce use
of toxic chemicals and generation of hazardous
waste.

——
GOODRICH
s pode

Statement

EPA created the partnership to reduce 30 high
priority chemicals—including dioxins and mercu-
ry—by 10% by the year 2008. These chemicals
persist in the environment for many years.

Northrop Grumman is going beyond compliance
with hazardous waste regulations to voluntarily re-
duce trichlorobenzene use at its Redondo Beach,
Calif., microelectronics manufacturing facility.

Exide operates a battery smelter/recycling facility
in Vernon, Calif., one of six similar plants in the
U.S. The facility has committed to boost its lead
recycling rate from 97.5 to 99% of its lead input,
thus reducing the lead emitted each year in its
blast furnace slag by 130,000 pounds. Last June,
Exide’s Vernon facility was the nation’s first battery
smelter/recycling facility to join the partnership.

Promoting Greener Computers

EPA's Pacific Southwest Region led a national
effort on electronics product stewardship, fa-
cilitating a multi-stakeholder process to create a
system to help purchasers buy environmentally
preferable computer equipment. The Electronic
Product Environmental Assessment Tool (EPEAT)
includes a set of strict environmental criteria ad-
dressing the product’s entire life cycle, a verifica-
tion procedure to ensure that a product meets the
criteria, and an easy-to-use tool for purchasers to
find products that meet the standards. In 2005,
EPA finalized the criteria as an American National
Standard, and selected a host organization to run
the registration, verification and marketing of the
tool to purchasers and manufacturers.

The goals are to give institutional buyers of com-
puters and other electronics a way to reduce
environmental impacts such as energy use and
hazardous waste, while giving the electronics in-
dustry an incentive to build “greener” products.
The standard is already harnessing the purchas-

Strategic Partnership Agreement

Dawn Kominsky of

Tessenderlo Kerley, Inc. signs

the Strategic Partnership

Agreement on March 8, 2005

at the kick-off of the South

Phoenix Industry Challenge/
Good Neighbor Partnership.
Maricopa County Supervisor
Mary-Rose Wilcox, Arizona

State Representative Leah
Landrum-Taylor and EPA
Regional Administrator Wa
Nastri look on (I to r).

yne
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ing power of large organizations to accomplish
these goals.

Seven federal agencies have committed to using
EPEAT in upcoming computer buying contracts,
representing roughly $17 billion in purchasing
power. The state of California has also adopted
EPEAT as their guide for buying environmentally-
preferable electronics.

H2E: Health Care Industry
Reduces Mercury Use

Kaiser Permanente’s Hawaii Region Waste Mini-
mization Team and 15 California health care or-
ganizations won awards in 2005 for their achieve-
ments as part of H2E, EPA's hospital pollution
prevention partnership. By the end of the year, 25
additional hospitals in the Pacific Southwest had
joined, making commitments to “Make Medicine

Mercury-Free.”

Greg Lovato of EPA’'s Pacific South-
west Waste Division has a difficult
task—helping 100 local agencies in
California clean up contaminated soil
and ground water from 15,000 leak-
ing underground fuel storage tanks.
He’s not alone: Some front-line proj-
ect managers at local agencies find
themselves directing investigation
and cleanup work at over 100 sites
in addition to other
responsibilities.

Greg, who works out
of EPAs Southern
California Field Office,
helps local agencies in
three ways. Together
with Matt Small of the
Underground Storage
Tank program, he orga-
nizes staff workshops,
where he advises them
on prioritizing sites and
increasing  efficiency.
Greg and Matt also
help establish dialogue
between the agencies and the respon-
sible parties. In addition, they secured
EPA funding for eight contract employ-
ees who work in the local agencies to
lighten the workload.

At EPA's regional office, Greg has been
recognized for his “creativity in moti-
vating individual parties to participate”
in investigating and cleaning up leak-
ing underground tanks and pipelines.

30

Some of the parties have been major
oil companies and refineries.

“We look at the [ground water] data,
and present a defensible argument on
why participating would expose them
to lower risk, and lower cost. The
companies are ready to do the work if
they know that we know what needs
to be done, and we can back it up. It's
a matter of fair dealing, and communi-
_ cating our plans clearly
to all stakeholders.
They don’t want to be
caught shutting down
drinking water wells.”

That's a reference to
Greg’s experience
% working with the Los
Angeles Regional Wa-
ter Quality Control
. Board several years
ago on the Santa Mon-
ica MTBE issue. Some
of the city’s drinking
- water wells had to be

shut down because
they were contaminated with the fuel
additive MTBE. Major oil companies
agreed to pay for replacement water
after extensive ground water data in-
dicated that most of the MTBE came
from their facilities.

After 13 years at EPA, Greg will bring
his expertise to his new position at the
Nevada Division of Environmental Pro-
tection this spring.

H2E, a joint project of EPA, the American Hospital
Association, American Nurses Association, and
Health Care Without Harm, has joined forces with
California’s Department of Toxic Substances Con-
trol (DTSC) and Department of Health Services
(DHS) to eliminate the use of mercury, cut health
care waste, and phase out the use of persistent,
bio-accumulative and toxic chemicals.

The California DTSC and DHS provide local train-
ing and on-site assistance to help hospitals reach
H2E goals. Activities include expanding mercury
reduction efforts to include clinics and medical of-
fices, promoting reprocessing of single use medi-
cal devices, and working to keep pharmaceutical
waste out of wastewater.

For example, Catholic Healthcare West adopted
a mercury-free purchasing policy, reducing overall
waste by 9%, energy use by 7% and hazardous
waste by 23%, despite growth in facilities. CHW
also started organic gardens, composted food
waste, and began using biodiesel fuel.

Alta Bates Summit Medical Center in Oakland,
Calif., recycled 757 tons of paper, cans, bottles,
and more than 50% of its construction and de-
molition materials. An equipment reuse program
saved the facility $53,500, and included 10 truck-
loads of equipment donated to international relief
programs and the auctioning of old equipment
that would otherwise be disposed of.

For more information on the program and other
award winners, go to www.h2e-online.org

Performance Track Facilities
Cut Waste, Smog

Performance Track is an EPA voluntary partner-
ship that encourages facilities in both the private
and public sectors to go beyond regulatory com-
pliance to achieve superior environmental perfor-
mance. In just one year, 2004, 21 facilities in the
Pacific Southwest made good on earlier Perfor-
mance Track commitments to cut their generation
of solid waste by an impressive total of 117,000
tons, without reducing production.

Two facilities, Rohm and Haas in La Mirada, and
Ricoh in Santa Ana (both in Southern California),
reduced smog-forming nitrogen oxide emissions
by 12.5% (a total of 1.1 tons per year), even
while increasing production by 41% and 70%,
respectively.

In 2005, Performance Track membership in the
Pacific Southwest grew 35%, from 34 to 46 facili-
ties. New members include facilities operated by
Hewlett-Packard, Lockheed Martin, Coca-Cola,
and Forever Resorts (a concessionaire in state
and national parks).




Meeting Solid Waste Challenges

EPA’s Resource Conservation Challenge

EPA's Resource Conservation Challenge focuses
onachieving a 35% recycling rate of municipal solid
waste, reducing priority and toxic chemicals, sup-
porting reuse and recycling of industrial materials,
and supporting electronics product stewardship.
In the Pacific Southwest, EPA funded a nonprofit
Recycled Products Purchasing Cooperative (see
story below). EPA also worked with partners to re-
duce the use of solvents with high levels of smog-
forming volatile organic compounds (VOCs), by
demonstrating alternative products. These efforts
led to a reduction of 60 tons of VOCs per day in
Los Angeles’ South Coast air basin.

EPA worked with partners on the development of
a “Design for Deconstruction” manual for build-
ers to facilitate the reuse and recycling of build-
ing materials during construction and demolition.
EPA also promoted both the safe recycling of
electronic products and the safer design of elec-
tronic products. In addition to working with fed-
eral facilities in the Pacific Southwest to recycle
thousands of tons of electronic equipment, EPA
helped develop the Electronic Products Environ-
mental Assessment Tool (see “Promoting Greener
Computers,” above).

Recycled Products Purchasing
Co-op Saves Money, Resources

Approximately 44 million tons—or 48% —of the
paper generated in this country each year ends
up in landfills. To save trees, energy, and reduce
landfill waste, EPA encourages paper recycling
through voluntary partnerships like the Recycled
Products Cooperative (RPC). Started through an
EPA grant, the cooperative is a self-sustaining ef-
fort that uses group purchasing power to offer re-
cycled paper at competitive prices.

Joining the RPC is free to anyone, from large com-
panies and organizations like IKEA and the city of
San Diego, to individuals. Buying small quantities
of paper can be expensive. Since RPC buys in
bulk, its members can purchase recycled paper at
a lower cost that meets—or even beats—regular
paper prices. Through the efforts of the RPC, 500
organizations and more than 120 businesses and
universities have started using recycled paper. In
just six months of 2005, the RPC sold 7,527 tons
of postconsumer recycled paper.

In the past four years, the RPC has led to savings
of:

e More than 60,000 forty-foot tall trees

e 71 Olympic sized swimming pools full of water
(17,702,050 gallons)

o 151,320 pounds of carbon dioxide, nitrous
oxide and other pollutants

e 10 million kilowatt hours of electricity.

For more information, go to www.recycledprod-
ucts.org

Mules, Helicopters to Help Havasupai
Recycle in Grand Canyon

The Havasupai Tribe lives on tribal land at the bot-
tom of the Grand Canyon, and the famous image
of its waterfall is a scene of seemingly idyllic isola-
tion. The only way to get there is by horse, mule,
helicopter, or a long walk through the dry canyon.
Despite the remoteness of the community, how-
ever, the residents—and approximately 30,000
annual visitors—buy and use many items from
outside the village of Supai. Because the village
is at the bottom of the canyon, it's much easier to
bring materials in than to haul them out.

For a century, the cans, bottles, packaging, appli-
ances, and everything else discarded has gone to
an open dump near the village. But the dump was
a growing eyesore as well as a source of air pollu-
tion, since the waste was regularly burned. Some
of the heaviest metal items were airlifted out two
years ago by helicopter.

EPA developed a series of waste management
options for the tribe, providing detailed cost infor-
mation with input from the Indian Health Service
and the Bureau of Indian Affairs. After thorough
evaluation, in August 2005, the tribe decided on
a plan to haul trash out of the canyon via mule
and helicopter, with a strong emphasis on recy-
cling. This waste management plan will enable
the tribe to close the dump and to utilize existing
mule hauling enterprises, owned and operated by
members of the Havasupai Tribe.

Supai Falls, near the
Havasupai Tribe’s village of
Supai, in the Grand Canyon.
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EPA Aids Recovery from
Devastating Hurricanes, Floods

In August and September 2005, southern Loui-
siana was hit with two hurricanes, Katrina and
Rita, which destroyed lives and property along the
state’s coastline, in the city and suburbs of New
Orleans, and up to 100 miles inland. In emergen-
cies like this, EPA serves as the lead federal agen-
cy for the cleanup of hazardous materials, includ-
ing oil spills. EPA's regional office in Dallas, Texas,
coordinated response efforts by EPA personnel
from around the nation. By the end of the year,
68 people from EPA's Pacific Southwest Regional
Office had worked from two to six weeks in the
disaster area—nearly 10% of regional EPA staff.

The hurricanes presented a very real test of EPA’s
efforts since 9/11 to enhance preparedness for
emergencies that require a national response. Ev-
ery regional office has plans to back up EPA's re-
gional response in a major emergency anywhere
in the U.S. These preparations enabled EPA staff
from all regions to assist the South Central Re-
gional Office by quickly taking pre-assigned plac-
es in the federal government’s unified Incident
Command Structure in Louisiana.

For the cleanup work, EPA partnered with the
U.S. Coast Guard and the Louisiana Department
of Environmental Quality (LDEQ). These three
agencies cleaned up dozens of oil spills and col-
lected both industrial and household hazardous
waste all over southern Louisiana. In the first days
after Katrina hit, EPA was also involved in collect-
ing floodwater samples and testing them for con-
taminants. As the waters receded, EPA drinking
water specialists fanned out across the affected
area assessing drinking water systems and help-
ing operators provide safe drinking water to re-
turning residents.

Drinking Water Specialists
Rush to New Orleans

Less than a week after Hurricane Katrina flooded
New Orleans, seven drinking water experts from
EPA's Pacific Southwest Regional Office joined
25 EPA staff from around the nation assigned to
test 400 local drinking water systems in southern
Louisiana.

The EPA staff joined with state and local drinking
water experts to form 25 teams, each with a list
of water systems to assess. Once they found the
locations and gained access, the teams checked




the physical infrastructure for damage, and took
water samples. Many water systems sustained no
physical damage but were contaminated due to
earlier power outages, which allowed floodwaters
to leak into the pipes.

EPA staff advised operators of the contaminated
systems on how to flush out the systems, check
for leaks, and take more samples for lab testing.
Once a system tested clean, operators faced the
challenge of notifying customers—but phone lines
were down in many places and there was no mail
service. Some water system operators simply
painted a sign on a piece of plywood and posted
it on the nearest highway.

Despite the challenges, the 25 teams covered
about 95% of the 400 systems in the first week.
In the second week, they covered the rest, and
made follow-up visits to systems that were con-
taminated or damaged. Getting new pumps and
generators to replace those knocked out by flood-
ing was another challenge.

According to EPA’s Barry Pollock and Brian Smith,
two of the seven drinking water specialists sent
by the Pacific Southwest Water Division, condi-
tions in those first weeks were often “chaotic,
communication was difficult, and we were work-
ing 14- to 16-hour days.” But they accomplished
their mission of assessing water system damage,
thus helping prevent the spread of water-borne
diseases in the hurricane-stricken area.

Cleaning Up Oil and Toxic Spills

Within days of the hurricane, four on-scene coor-
dinators from EPA's Emergency Response Team
in San Francisco were on the ground to help ad-
dress toxic threats. The hurricane left a mess—
not only sewage-polluted floodwaters and debris
from ruined buildings, but a series of oil spills
across southern Louisiana that totaled tens of
thousands of barrels. Emergency responders and
other environmental specialists from the Pacific
Southwest Region’s Response Support Corps
joined with other EPA personnel, the Coast Guard
and LDEQ to locate the spills, assess needs, and
clean them up.

One of the largest spills resulted from a ruptured
above-ground oil tank at the Murphy oil storage
facility in Meraux, La., that spilled 25,000 bar-
rels of oil into a flooded residential neighborhood.
When the waters receded, they left a two-inch-
thick layer of oil-contaminated mud. The cleanup
involved spreading sand onto the oil layer to cre-
ate a sand-oil-mud mixture, which was then bull-
dozed, scooped into dump trucks, and taken to a
hazardous waste landfill.

To locate other spills, EPA on-scene coordina-
tor Tom Dunkelman joined a Coast Guard team
that flew over oil tank farms, refineries, well plat-

forms, and other industrial facilities in planes and
helicopters, looking for the telltale sheen of oil on
water. Once located, the spills were mapped and
ground teams sent in to assess the damage by
taking water and soil samples. The top priorities
for cleanup were waterways, where oil had to be
contained to keep it from spreading. Workers in
boats deployed booms and skimmers to corral
and collect the oil.

Hazardous waste from flooded businesses also
had to be cleaned up. Drums partially filled with
chemicals had floated away on floodwaters and
had to be retrieved, sampled, the chemicals iden-
tified, and properly disposed of.

And finally, as homeowners returned to formerly
flooded areas and began removing mounds of
ruined furniture, appliances, carpets, wallboard,
and flooring, EPA staff collaborated with LDEQ
to organize household hazardous waste curb-
side pickups. In each neighborhood, homeown-
ers were given flyers asking them to separate the
household hazardous waste—paints, solvents,
cleaning fluids, etc.—from the rest of their debris,
to prevent it from being mixed with the main body
of trash headed for solid waste landfills. As of
spring 2006, cleanup work was still underway.

An EPA team takes samples of
floodwaters in New Orleans,

September 2005.

Workers move a drum at a

hazardous waste collection

center near New Orleans.

Thousands of small containers

of waste were collected,

sorted, and consolidated into
larger containers like this, then
taken to a hazardous waste

landfill.
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As Geographic Information Systems
(GIS) Coordinator for EPA's Pacific
Southwest Office since 1991, Cheryl
Henley has dealt with plen-
ty of rush requests to cre-
ate maps—but nothing like
her experience coordinating
mapping for EPA, the Coast
Guard, and the Louisiana
Department of Environmen-
tal Quality at the Incident
Command Center in Metai-
rie, La., in October 2005.

“Ordinarily, we get a couple
of weeks of lead time,” says
Henley. “But there, the urgent map re-
quests had to be completed the same
day, and even the low-priority ones
had to be done by the next day.”

The workload was staggering. By the
end of the year, the GIS unit produced

dozens of staff from the three agen-
cies went into the field with Global
Positioning System (GPS) units, plot-
ting the location of hazard-
ous waste, oil spills, and
cleanup work. The GPS
units were brought back
to the Command Center,
2 the data downloaded, and
updated maps for field use
- generated for the next day’s
7 a.m. meeting.

% Cheryl’s team also generat-
ed maps showing pipelines,
churches, fire stations, and
other locations agency staff had to
find in the response effort, as well as
maps illustrating the “big picture” to
show progress to Incident Command
officers, the news media, and staff as
they rotated in for duty tours of two to
three weeks.

more than 6,000 maps. Each day,

Community Involvement Coordinators
Help Returning Evacuees

A crew of 30 EPA Community Involvement Coor-
dinators from around the nation, including eight
from the Pacific Southwest, arrived in Louisiana in
late September 2005, just as area residents who
had evacuated were beginning to return home.
This EPA team’s initial task was to find out what
environmental information residents in this area
needed most, and then deliver that information.

By interviewing residents, the EPA team found
that their most frequently-asked questions were
how to deal with mold in homes that had been
flooded, and how to make sure their water was
safe to drink. Existing EPA fact sheets on these
topics were revised for the hurricane-damaged
area, translated into Spanish and Vietnamese (to
serve the 40,000 Vietnamese Americans in coast-
al Louisiana), and printed in three languages plus
pictograms for the illiterate. Kim Hoang, a Viet-
namese speaker from EPA's Pacific Southwest
Superfund Division, led the outreach to the Viet-
namese community.

Mass communication faced several hurdles. Elec-
tricity was out, and there was no mail or newspaper
delivery. The team built a communication network
from scratch, by driving to rural churches, police
and fire stations, and other community meeting
places and enlisting the help of priests, ministers,
firefighters, police officers, and others with exist-
ing social networks. Some EPA staffers stood
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on the roadside and handed leaflets to people in
passing cars; others stood outside churches on
Sunday morning. Radio public service announce-
ments were also used, since returning residents
listened to their car radios for news.

Starting In late October, EPA staff used the distri-
bution network to advertise household hazardous
waste collection. Some worked in New Orleans,
collaborating with local nonprofits. By late Janu-
ary 2006, EPA and LDEQ had distributed more
than a milion flyers on drinking water, private
well testing, and EPA efforts to collect household ‘-
chemicals and Freon from junked refrigerators
and air conditioners, recycle damaged electron-
ics, remove chemical drums, and collect flood-
damaged firearms and ammunition for disposal.

Leadership and Support
Staff Play Key Roles

EPA’s response efforts could not have succeeded
without support staff and managers to keep track
of people and materials, make arrangements for
meals and housing, and compile and distribute
data from thousands of water and soil samples.
Tasks ranged from directing operations in situa-
tion units and other cross-agency teams to finan-
cial accounting and contracting. These jobs were
further complicated by the constant arrival and
departure of personnel from around the nation.

Information from hundreds of EPA, Coast Guard, and
Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality staff
and contractors in the field was compiled at offices like
this to prioritize and coordinate cleanup work.

While much work remains, EPA and its state and
federal partners have made a significant contribu-
tion to helping millions of people in the hurricane-
stricken area by providing safe drinking water and
cleaning up oil spills and hazardous wastes. The
challenges have been enormous, and the lessons
learned will help EPA respond to the nation’s next
major emergency, which may well be in the Pacific
Southwest.

For more details on EPA's ongoing response ef-
forts in Louisiana, go to www.epa.gov/katrina



EPA’s Field Offices in the Pacific Southwest

EPA's main regional office in the Pacific Southwest is in down-
town San Francisco, but there are also three field offices that put
EPA staff in key geographic locations: the Southern California
Field Office, in Los Angeles; the San Diego Border Liaison Office;
and the Pacific Islands Contact Office, in Honolulu.

The Southern California Field Office

More than 20 million people —
nearly half the entire popula-
tion of the Pacific Southwest
Region—Ilive in the Southern
California counties of Ven-
tura, Los Angeles, Orange,
San Diego, Riverside and
San Bernardino.

United States
BJA Environmental P

Taken together, these coun-
ties represent a large, global-
ly significant population and
economy, with challenging
environmental issues. EPA opened a field office in Los Angeles
in 2004 to better manage environmental programs, projects and
issues in this densely populated area.

Among the important environmental issues in Southern Califor-
nia are the adverse impacts associated with the growth of in-
ternational trade—the Ports of Long Beach and Los Angeles
together are the third largest port complex in the world—and the
movement of goods. Other challenging issues include the worst
air quality in the nation, water quality problems at the beaches
and inland waterways, ground water contamination, waste dis-
posal capacity limitations, numerous Superfund sites undergo-
ing cleanup, emergency response needs, and environmental law
enforcement.

The tremendous growth in the population of Southern Califor-
nia not only makes dealing with these problems more difficult, it
makes managing them all the more important to ensure a safe
and healthful environment for an increasing number of Southland
residents. The Southern California Field Office provides a local
EPA presence to work directly with state and local agencies,
businesses, non-profit groups, press and news media, and the
public to more effectively address these problems.

Contact:

Steven John, Office Director
john.steven@epa.gov

The San Diego Border Liaison Office

EPA's San Diego Border Liaison Office was established in 1994
to support binational efforts to address environmental problems
along the U.S.-Mexico border. The office plays a central lead-
ership, diplomatic, and planning role for the Pacific Southwest
Region on U.S.-Mexico border affairs.

The Border Office’s func-
tions include developing and
implementing policies and
funding strategies that lever-
age resources and promote
measurable environmen-
tal improvements along the
U.S.-Mexico border. The of-
fice also supports the U.S.-
Mexico Border Program
(Border 2012) and serves as a liaison with state and federal co-
chairs and the 26 U.S. border tribes on program implementation
and accountability.

EPA staff here provide information to stakeholders including
non-governmental organizations; state, local, and federal gov-
ernments; tribes; business groups; academic institutions; citizen
groups; and the general public. In addition, the Border Office
helps facilitate community feedback to EPA decision-makers
about border programs.

Contact:

Tomas Torres, Office Director
torres.tomas@epa.gov

The Pacific Islands Contact Office

Located at the crossroads of
the Pacific, EPA's Pacific Is-
lands Contact Office (PICO)
in Honolulu serves as a liai-
son between EPA and the
State of Hawaii, and other
Pacific Islands, including the
U.S. flag territories of Guam,
American Samoa, and the
Commonwealth of the North-
ern Mariana Islands. The office also serves as a base for EPA
staff and environmental officials of the Pacific Islands during tem-
porary duty in Hawaii.

PICO’s Dean Higuchi serves as EPA's spokesperson in Hawalii,
and connects the Hawaii news media with EPA staff in San Fran-
cisco and Washington, D.C. PICO also conducts outreach to Ha-
waii schools, colleges and community groups, and participates
in environmental events. PICO helps the public, as well as local
governments in Hawaii and the Pacific Islands, to access EPA's
extensive environmental information resources.

Contact:

Dean Higuchi, Public Affairs Specialist
higuchi.dean@epa.gov

Addresses and phone numbers for these offices can be

found on the inside back cover.
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News from EPA’s Pacific
Southwest/Region 9 Office

Web Site Celebrates 10 Years of Growth

The Pacific Southwest area of the EPA Web site (pictured above)
has changed quite a bit since it went live in early 1996. It has
evolved into the agency’s primary communication tool in the re-
gion and an indispensable information resource for the public and
EPA partners.

On an average day in February 2006, regional Web pages were
viewed nearly 45,000 times—a far cry from less than 300 ten
years ago. Web site visitors can subscribe to receive press re-
leases by email, browse a featured area on agriculture issues, and
read all EPA comments on environmental impact statements in
the Pacific Southwest. It's all at www.epa.gov/region09

Regional Office Now ISO 14001 Certified

In June 2005, EPA's Pacific Southwest Regional Office became
certified under ISO 14001, the international standard for Environ-
mental Management Systems (EMSs). The regional office is the

TROPIC OF CANCER

i

R
7 HAWAT

" U.S. Environmental Pro

third EPA facility nationally to implement an EMS, and the second
regional office to do so.

An EMS is a systematic approach to managing and improving en-
vironmental performance. Certification includes an independent
audit to ensure facility-wide commitment to pollution prevention,
continuous environmental improvement and compliance with en-
vironmental laws. Regional EMS efforts in 2005 included battery
recycling, halting purchases of products with toxic chemicals and
switching to environmentally preferable janitorial products.

Richmond Laboratory Gets Upgrades

Staff and contract technicians at EPA's regional laboratory in Rich-
mond, Calif., have been supporting EPA’s field work in the Pacific
Southwest since 1994. The lab’s routine work includes chemical,
biological, and physical analyses of samples—more than 10,000
of them in 2005. In addition, the Richmond Lab became the third
EPA lab in the nation to receive accreditation under EPA's national
laboratory accreditation system.

Recent upgrades at the lab include a new mobile trailer with in-
struments to measure mercury in the air. This mobile mercury
monitor was used to investigate air emissions of mercury from



gold mining operations in Nevada, as well as tracking atmospheric

mercury deposition in waterways.

The lab also has a new technique for measuring bacterial contami-
nation of water, new chemicals of concern in living tissue (such as
endocrine disrupters), and biological warfare agents such as anthrax
spores. It's called Polymerase Chain Reaction Technology, an ex-
tremely sensitive method of analyzing DNA fragments.

A Great Place to Work

The Pacific Southwest Regional Office was
honored in 2005 as the best place in the nation
to work for EPA—and the second best small
agency or regional office in the entire federal
government—based on feedback from employees.

The top three small agencies/regional offices were the Federal Me-
diation and Congiliation Service, with a ranking of 81.2, EPA's Pacific
Southwest Regional Office, at 80.5, and EPA's Pacific Northwest Re-

gional Office in Seattle, at 78.4.

The Best Places to Work rankings (at www.bestplacestowork.org)
were made by the Partnership for Public Service and American Uni-
versity’s Institute for the Study of Public Policy Implementation.

| Th Best Places to Work

U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency

Pacific Southwest/
Region 9 Contacts

Phone Inquiries
415.947.8000
or 866.EPA.WEST (toll-free)

Email Inquiries
r9.info@epa.gov

EPA Web Site
wWww.epa.gov

For Pacific Southwest Issues
www.epa.gov/region09

Offices

EPA Pacific Southwest Region
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105

EPA Pacific Islands Contact Office
300 Ala Moana Blvd., Room 5124
Honolulu, HI 96850
808.541.2710

EPA San Diego Border Office
610 West Ash St., Suite 905
San Diego, CA 92101
619.235.4765

EPA Southern California Field Office
600 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 1460

Los Angeles, CA 90017
213.244.1800

To Obtain This Report

Order from EPA's Environmental Information Center
at 415.947.8000, or 866.EPA.WEST (toll-free),
email r9.info@epa.gov or view and print from the
Internet at www.epa.gov/region09/annualreport
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EPA Pacific Southwest/Region 9

Environmental Information Center

Web: www.epa.gov/region09

Email: r9.info@epa.gov

Phone: 866.EPA.WEST (toll-free)
415.947.8000

Office of the Regional Administrator

415.947.8702

Wayne Nastri, Regional Administrator

Laura Yoshii, Deputy Regional
Administrator

Bridget Coyle, Acting Civil Rights Director

Steven John, Southern California Field
Office Director

Office of Public Affairs
415.947.8700
Sally Seymour, Director

Public Information/News Media Relations
Partnerships: State, Congressional Liaison
Compliance Assurance Coordination

Office of Regional Counsel
415.947.8705
Nancy Marvel, Regional Counsel

Legal Counsel
Civil and Criminal Enforcement
Defensive Litigation, Ethics

EPA

U.S. EPA Pacific Southwest/Region 9
75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

Official Business Only

Air Division
415.947.8715

Deborah Jordan, Director

Planning, Permits, Rulemaking
Enforcement, Technical Support
Radliation & Compliance Assurance
Grants & Program Integration

Superfund Division
415.947.8709
Keith Takata, Director

Site Cleanup, Brownfields, Oil Pollution
Federal Facilities and Base Closures
Emergency Response & Planning
Community Involvement, Site Assessment

Waste Management Division
415.947.8708
Jeff Scott, Director

Pollution Prevention, Solid Waste
RCRA Permits/Corrective Action
RCRA Inspections & Enforcement
RCRA State Program Development
Underground Storage Tank Program

Southern California Field Office (Los Angeles)

Pacific Islands Contact Office (Honolulu)

San Diego Border Office (San Diego)

Water Division

415.947.8707
Alexis Strauss, Director

Clean Water Act
Safe Drinking Water Act
Marine Sanctuaries Act

Communities and Ecosystems Division
415.947.8704
Enrique Manzanilla, Director

Agriculture Program, Environmental Justice
Pesticides, Toxics, TR

Environmental Review/NEPA

Tribal Programs, Pacific Islands
U.S.-Mexico Border Program
Stewardship/Performance Track

Policy and Management Division
415.947.8706
Jane Diamond, Director

Budget, Finance/Grants/Contracts
Strategic Planning, Science Policy
Laboratory & QA/QC, Facilities
Information Resource Management
Health & Safety, Human Resources

213.244.1800
808.541.2710
619.235.4765
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LINDA LINGLE CHIYOME L. FUKINO, M.D.
GOVERNOR OF HAWAII DIRECTOR OF HEALTH
STATE OF HAWA" In reply, please refer to:
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH HEER OFFICE
P.0. BOX 3378
HONOLULU, HAWAIf 96801
HAWAII STATE EMERGENCY RESPONSE COMMISSION
MEETING #62
Thursday, March 23, 2006 from 9:10 a.m. to 10:44 a.m.
Department of Health
919 Ala Moana Boulevard, Room 21 5
Honolulu, Hawaii 96814
Draft Meeting Summary
Attendees
Voting

Leland Nakai, Honolulu LEPC

Laurence Lau, Department of Health ,

Ken Lesperance, Department of Defense, Civil Defense Division
Scott Kekuewa, Maui LEPC

Thomas Smyth, Department of Business, Economic Dev. & Tourism
Genevieve Salmonson, Environmental Quality Control Office

Gary Moniz, Department of Land and Natural Resources

Tin Shing Chao, Department of Labor and Industrial Relations

Non-Voting
Sharon Leonida, Department of Health, Hazard Evaluation and Emergency Response Office
Curtis Martin, Department of Health, Hazard Evaluation and Emergency Response Office
Mike Cripps, Department of Health, Hazard Evaluation and Emergency Response Office
Amna Fernandez, Department of Health, Hazard Evaluation and Emergency Response Office
Terry Corpus, Department of Health, Hazard Evaluation and Emergency Response Office
Beryl Ekimoto, Department of Health, Hazard Evaluation and Emergency Response Office
Paul Chong, Department of Health, Hazard Evaluation and Emergency Response Office
Liz Galvez, Department of Health, Hazard Evaluation and Emergency Response Office
Mike Ardito, U.S. EPA Region 9 '
Shirley Zhai, Bet Hawaii
Joanna Seto, Department of Health, Clean Water Branch
Cynthia Pang, U.S. Navy
Alan Sugihara, U.S. Navy
Tracy S. Aruga, Hawaii County LEPC



1) Larry Lau called the meeting to order at approximately 9:10am

1.1 Opening remarks by Larry Lau.
1.2 A motion was made and seconded to accept the minutes from meeting #61.
1.3 Attendees introduced themselves.

2) Local Planning Committee (LEPC) Updates

2.1 Hawaii

Tracy Aruga:

1) John Bowen’s (Hawaii county LEPC Chair) letter of resignation was submitted on 12/12/05. Reasons for
resigning are personal and also due to a lack of support (Tracy will ask John to clarify this reason as per requested
by Genevieve Salmonson). John Bowen wants the Mayor to appoint someone to be the new Chairperson but the
LEPC must elect a person to become the Chair. The LEPC will be selecting a new Chair at their next meeting
that is tentatively scheduled for April 12, 2006.

2) In the process of selecting a second Hazmat station in West Hawaii. Presently, the second station is
temporarily based out of Waikoloa.

3) Pat Romero from the Federal DOT is planning to hold a one day workshop (Multimodal Hazardous Materials
Training Seminar). It will be held at the UH-Hilo Conference Center on August 4™

4) In July (10th — 13", a 4-day full-scale exercise to test emergency response for Bioterrorism will be conducted.
There will be no outside assistance (from other agencies) aside from the county and the district health office.

5) Discussions on why John Bowen resigned. Larry mentioned that the issues of lack of support and problems
with Hawaii’s HMEP project gaining funding approval should be an agenda item for discussion.

2.2 Kauai  No representative present.

2.3 Maui
Scott Kekuewa:
1) LEPC meeting needed to be rescheduled due to conflict with today’s meeting. The next LEPC meeting will be
held on the 30" of March.
2) Hosting a meeting for pipeline safety on April 20",
3) Refresher training was given on February 21 — 24, 2006.
4) Radiological testing and awareness class is 2 days of hands on and 2 days of technical training. Very
interesting.

. 2.4 Oahu
Leland Nakai:
1) LEPC meeting was held on March 15, 2006. There were 30 people in attendance. The CLEAN representative
gave an update. CLEAN is also celebrating their 10™ anniversary and trying to increase their membership. Earl
Nishikawa of Chevron attended a train the trainer course on explosives. There was a PowerPoint presentation on
the Fire Pal CD. LEPC is currently working on 2 projects (Homeland Security and Kakaako/Waikiki Area Study).
Department of Agriculture is helping to identify facilities that have agricultural products (HANDOUTS).
2) Larry: Bill is in the Legislature regarding potential hazardous waste in fertilizer. What is in these fertilizers?
Should we be concern? Since hazardous waste disposal is costly, companies are mixing it into fertilizer. Larry’s
suggestion is for all sellers and distributors to disclose what is in their fertilizer. Further discussion on the matter.
Also discussion on whether or not GIS is public information-Genny. Leland: Hazmat facility information is -
secure, but other GIS data is available to the public. Ken: PACIFIC DISASTER CENTER in Maui has public
access but mainly for manmade disasters. It was used for Kauai’s dams’ breaks.



3) EPA Update

Mike Ardito:

1) Lance Richman replaced Mike as ORRT (Oceanic Regional Response Team) Coordinator.

2) EPCRA is celebrating its 20 years anniversary on October 17, 2006.

3) Mike was not here for the December HSERC meeting. He was deployed to Louisiana for the Hurricane
Katrina Response.

4) Murphy Oil Spill-1 million gallons of crude oil.

(3 HANDOUTS WERE AVAILABLE)

4) HMEP Training Classes and Exercises

Ken Lesperance: ' HMEP training classes; offered 2 refresher courses to both Kauai and the Big Island. HazMat
Tech Course will be offered in the latter part of summer-Honolulu Fire will be hosting-15 seats available. The
HMERP training has funding for travel. Leland: Any response from Charley Rogoff about the extra funding?
Ken: No, ask him at the NASTTPO meeting in May. Scott K. requests for funds to pay for travel.

5) Fire Pal CD Purchase & Reimbursement to Honolulu LEPC

Leland Nakai: Demo on Fire Pal CD, an interactive software program for hazardous materials awareness targeted
for grades 1 — 3. Aim is to try to incorporate into school’s curriculum. Honolulu LEPC bought into the
copyrights for $2,500, and will be asking for reimbursement of 80%($2000) of the cost. Ken said that the
planning side of the HMEP grant will fund this.

6) Copying and Distribution of the Fire Pal CD

Discussion on subject: Work with CLEAN in order to get it to the schools and other groups. Genny: another
possible vehicle to get it out to the schools, Jack Johnson’s Kokua Hawaii Foundation, a non-profit organization.
Smyth: Need to start at the top to get the ok. DOE has a curriculum department to decide. Must compose a letter
from the HSERC Chairman addressed to the DOE Superintendent for to give blessing on the CD. A motion to
accept this suggestion (Leland), Seconded (Smyth). Larry: Requests Leland to draft something. Leland: Will
work with Beryl. Further discussion on the issue (Smyth, Scott, Leland, Genny and Larry).

7) HMEP Funding (how leftover funds will be utilized)

Curtis Martin: Regarding leftover funds distribution-need to discuss who needs the funding. Ken: Send LEPC
folks to the NASTTPO conference on a rotation basis. Scott defers to the Big Island. The rotation order per
Leland as per the conference call between the LEPCs and Ken: Big Island first, then Maui, Kauai and Honolulu.
Discussion between Curtis and Ken —will continue in a conference call.

8) Port Firefighting

Curtis Martin: Incident in Hilo, a barge fire in the harbor. Looking towards an upgrade of counties ports’
infrastructure for more effective firefighting. A letter addressing this issue will be sent within the week to DOT

from HSERC. Larry has already given the heads up to DOT’s deputy director, Barry Fukunaga. Curtis also
informed the Coast Guard. '

9) FYO07 Budget from Tier II Collection

Curtis Martin: Must vote on the Tier 2 funding, a $3,000 base will be used again. (HANDOUTS)

Counties need to go out and find potential Tier 2 facilities in order to get more monies. Larry: Regarding motion
to adopt proposal of document dated March 14, 2006, Hawaii State Emergency Response Commission, Draft
FY07 LEPC Funds Distribution; motion made (Gary), seconded (Scott). Larry: Motion carried, budget adopted.



10) Other Business

1) Ken: For the Kauai dam breaks, it was the first time the Urban Search and Rescue Team was deployed and it
was also the first time dogs were used to locate a survivor.

2) Larry asks Mike to show photos of the Murphy Oil Spill at the next HSERC meeting.

3) Larry to Ken: Give brief description of Urban Search and Rescue at next meeting. Discussion on topic.
Leland: Carter is in Arizona attending an Urban Search and Rescue exercise. 30,000 personnel (note: this
number was later corrected to 5,000) are participating.

Carter is the COMMS leader.

3a) Gary: COMMS issue is very important. Radios didn’t work again. Repeater got damaged in flood. No
statewide land-mobile network exists. We still do not have a Statewide plan for communications.
Interoperability needs to be established.

4) Larry: Avian Flu—what do you do if your staff is sick? Stay at home or go to work? Discussion on the issue.
5) Larry addresses Mike A.: Regarding the recent changes to the TRI (Toxic Release Inventory). Curtis: TRI
reports are annual reports on facilities that have certain chemicals and how they rank among the other states.
EPA did not support the latest change to the TRI.

6) Ken: A reminder that July 1* is when the HMEP grants are due in at the DOT office.

11) Schedule next HSERC meeting
The next HSERC meeting will be tentatively held on Thursday, July 13, 2006.

The meeting was adjourned at 10:44 a.m.
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Final Meeting Summary
Attendees

Voting
Carter Davis, Honolulu LEPC
Laurence Lau, Department of Health
Ken Lesperance, Department of Defense, Civil Defense Division
Scott Kekuewa, Maui LEPC
Clifford Ikeda, Kauai LEPC
John Moss, Hawaii LEPC
Thomas Smyth, Department of Business, Economic Dev. & Tourism
Geneieve Salmonson, Environmental Quality Control Office
Robert A. Boesch, Department of Agriculture
Gary Moniz, Department of Land and Natural Resources
Tin Shing Chao, Department of Labor and Industrial Relations
Chris Takeno, Department of Transportation

Non-Voting
Leland Nakai, Honolulu LEPC .
Sharon Leonida, Department of Health, Hazard Evaluation and Emergency Response Office
Curtis Martin, Department of Health, Hazard Evaluation and Emergency Response Office
Mike Cripps, Department of Health, Hazard Evaluation and Emergency Response Office
Marsha Graf, Department of Health, Hazard Evaluation and Emergency Response Office
Beryl Ekimoto, Department of Health, Hazard Evaluation and Emergency Response Office
Paul Chong, Department of Health, Hazard Evaluation and Emergency Response Office
Phil Arbitrario, Department of Labor and Industrial Relations
Pat Felling, Compliance Assistance Office
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1) Larry Lau called the meeting to order at approximately 9:05am.

1.1 Opening remarks by Larry Lau. A miction to accept the minutes from meeting #60 was made and
seconded (Scott/Carter).

1.2 Attendees introduced themselves.
2) Local Planning Committee (LEPC) Updates

2.1 Hawaii
John Ross: 1) Sent 2 firefighters to the HazMat Explo. 2) Concerns of the Naphtha fire. 3) Bioterrorism Drill
slated for sometime next year maybe late spring or early summer and whether it’s a table top or full scale exercise
1s not yet determined. There will be no outside assistance, meaning only Hawaii county will be involved.

2.2 Kauai
Clifford Ikeda: 1) Continuing with the exercise design course which starts on February 13 and will last for 4 days.

2.3 Maui
Scott Kekuewa: 1) LEPC meeting was held on November 23, 2005. Discussed the new fiscal year’s budget.
Maui will not be requesting for HMEP grant funding this year. 2) There was a 3 day CST exercise that began
from Kahului Harbor and ended at the War Memorial Stadium. During the time of the exercise, Maui fire dept. -
responded to 2 hazmat calls that Terry and Paul assisted with via telephone. 3) The next LEPC meeting will be in
March 2006.

2.4 Oahu
Leland Nakai/Carter Davis: LEPC meeting was held on November 29, 2005 (PowerPoint presentation includes
the HazMat Explo Conference) (Handouts given). HMEP Grant (training and planning) will increase by 70%--
Discussion between Ken and Carter. Regarding National programs, these can be changed to suit our needs.
Spoke with Charley Rogoff, DOT HMEP Grants Manager, regarding funding for tier 2 online reporting system
set up. 2)Fire Codes are now consistent for all counties. 3) No CERCLA funds available due to Hurricane
Katrina. 4) Data on Pearl City/Waipio Gentry Project presented. Larry requests that Honolulu’s study to be
distributed to the Air Branch. Smythe: This report would be useful for the upcoming exercise in August, 2006.
Carter: May have all the data we have from 2 years ago also. Boesch: Answered question about what comes into
the port. His department has some information. USDOT Workshop that may be held in Honolulu in 2006, is a
multimodal hazardous materials training. Next LEPC meeting will be scheduled before the next HSERC
meeting.

3) EPA Update
Mike Ardito was not present. An EPA handout was made available at the meeting.

4) HMEP Training Classes
Ken Lesperance: 1) Two refresher courses will be offered for each county. For Oahu, there will be an 80-hour
chemistry course and an 80-hour technician course being offered. 15 slots for attendance will be provided for the
Oahu courses and 5 slots for each of the counties. Travel expenses will be paid for but not for hotel lodgings.
2) Discussion between Ken and Scott regarding ICS courses (100, 200, Train the Trainer and 700).

5) Port Fire Capability and Hilo Barge Fire Incident

Curtis Martin: 1) Firefighting capabilities in the port- after receiving all of the LEPC’s 'input on the matter, a



letter will be addressed to DOT Harbors ¢ zhalf of HSERC, with copies going to - Coast Guard, Fire Control
and all the Fire Departments addressing this concern. Discussion on the barge incident -everyone. Transportation
of flammable liquids from harbor to harbor is occurring on all the islands. To detect a mishap, a possible solution
would be to use fixed or trainable monitors by fueling connections. Mike: Spoke informally to Harbors about
this. Larry: The sooner we can start up this process, the bétter. Carter: This is an on-going issue (described it as
““going on for decades™). John’s concern was about all the nearby fuel storage areas that could be affected by the
explosion. Mike explained that shipping large amount of flammables, the blast area would be a 3-mile radius.
Larry will make some calls regarding the issue. Mike: Ethanol is highly volatile. There will be more movement
of this product in the near future. Gary: Requests that the police are informed whenever there is a meeting about
the issue. They would like to know how far away to set up from the blast area.

6) Home Brew Bio-Diesel

Mike Cripps: 1) On October 6, 2005, we received information that in Foster Village, a resident was making Bio-
diesel (converting cooking oil into diesel fuel). There were 2 drums of Methanol and 25 1bs. of potassium
hydroxide at the home. The procedure for making Bio-diesel (recipe provided by Pacific Bio-Diesel) is to heat up
4 gallons of cooking oil mixed with 1 gallon of methanol and 1 Ibs. of potassium hydroxide to approximately 125
degrees. Layers are formed, the Bio-diesel is the top layer and glycerin is the bottom layer. Bio-diesel is a
cleaner fuel and has a flashpoint of 400 degrees. The finished product itself is safe but to make it is not. The
methanol used has a flashpoint of 54 degrees and it is also poisonous. ‘A household, according to the fire code
regulations, is only allowed to have 30 gallons on property. The dirty glycerin that is produced is unusable. Soap
cannot be made from it. Therefore, it is a waste. The question is, where does it all go? In addition, the Internet
gives recipes on how to make nitroglycerine! Bio-diesel is a very good commodity but Pacific Bio-diesel has to
turn away sales because they cannot handle the demand. The Solid and Hazardous Waste Branch regulates those
who transport used cooking oil. All transporters require a permit. The disposal option for glycerin according to
the Solid Waste Section, is to use as compost material along with green waste.

7) Environmental Data Management (One Stop Shop, Tier 2 Online Reporting, etc.,)

Pat Felling: 1) DOH is trying to automate data through a centralized database system (Handout given). This
would improve data quality. Program reporting should run more smoothly. It would enable for online submittals.
With the system in place, integration with other agencies will be possible. At the present, we are researching
various products that would work best for the State but it could take 2 years to happen.

8) HMEP Funding (Unused funds from Honolulu)

Curtis Martin: 1) The HMEP planning portion is not being utilized. As for the projects of the LEPC’s, every
year the amount to be used is provided by State Civil Defense. Ken to work with Curtis on this. Leland:
Honolulu’s dollar amount that was to be spent on a project came out to be $24,000 but the project cost less than
anticipated, $22,800. Therefore, $1,200 will go back into the HMEP pot. Leland: Could we retain the unused
monies for future travel? Ken: Monies from the planning side of the grant can be used for that because there’s a
lot of it. It can also be used for salaries. We need to make an arrangement for a conference call between the
LEPCs regarding dispersion of funds and for the next HSERC meeting, we can plan on how to utilize the monies
(next meeting’s agenda item).

9) Other Business

Larry: Wants very much for everyone to receive the NIMS training. He will ask his staff and also bring it up to
the Director for the whole of the Department of Health. Discussion between Gary and Carter on testing regarding
competency, no pass/fail, will need to keep taking test.



10) Schedule next HSERC meeting
The next HSERC meeting will be held on Thursday, March 23, 2006.

The meeting was adjourned at 10:45a.m.

Respectfully Submitted,

Beryl Y. Ekimoto
Environmental Health Specialist IV
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