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USCG Sector Delaware Bay performed an Risk with the ACP/GRP update to study the effects )
of, and the proper response actions to, discharges of Bakken and Dnluted Bitumen (Dilbit) in the Delaware River and Bay. "
Why Develop an Oil-by-Rail . Plan The high level of engagement by members of the Project and Area C i the value of the
Participants interpreted their results in terms of the costs and benefits of each response option to overall environmental protection Eud -
Since 2012, the market share of crude oil transported to east coast refineries by rail has as compared with natural recovery. Participants recognized that the potential risks of the oils and response options could vary from s;‘x;flr\;rt‘yerl‘nd -
increased from 0% to 40%. Sector Delaware Bay’s AOR has historically seen one Million the ERA findings during an actual spill, depending upon exact location in proximity to sensitive resources of concern and time of (ESI) Maps
Barrels Per Day (BPD) transported within our port; currently, 588,000 BPD of Bakken and year. Participants also noted the need for a holistic concept of operations for both Bakken and Dilbit oil spills that outline a priority
103,000 BPD of Bitumen/Dilbit are refined each day at five refineries which are serviced sequence of response actions. These recommendations are captured in the updated ACP/GRP to best minimize ecological risk Provide concise

by three different Class | rail companies. On average, 170 trains per month transit during an incident.
through USCG Sector Delaware Bay jurisdiction, crossing or abutting 38 at risk rail-

waterway nexuses. Major findings of the ERA include: (full report is located at http://homeport.uscg.mil/delawarebay)
1. For Bakken oil: the primary initial strategy is to mitigate flammable vapor safety risks. Air monitoring is critical.

summary of coastal
resources (natural,
historical,
archeological, &
critical infrastructure)
i that are at risk if an

. ive booming ies should be i during the initial stages of the response. - E i oil spill occurs nearby.

For Dilbit oil: the primary initial strategy is to contain and recover the oil
There are greater long-term ecological risks associated with a Dilbit spill than a Bakken spill.
There are moderate ecological risks associated with the use of fire fighting foam in fresh, brackish and salt water environments.

NHPA, ESA & Magnuson-Stevens Act Consultation
. « The National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) Section 106, Tne Endangered Species Act!
GRP Field Test ng and Validation (ESA) Section 7, and The St Fishery Col n and Management Act

To validate GRP strategies, both computer-based oil spill trajectory modeling and | ¥ - mar_m!a_te (T (P17 Tl 25 i Galsuli i th? Seryices (VIR (el it
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effectiveness. Equipment was deployed in real-time to validate:
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" « Sector Delaware Bay is utilizing the 2001 Inter-Ag of

. A . A Regarding Oil Spill Planning and Response Activities under the National Oil and Hazardou:
Testing and Validation Requirements for Success i G Plan and The Species Act, and the 2002
Guidebook to conduct consultations with the services.

+ Required resources (type and amount of boom, « Suitability of pi

anchors, skimmers, personnel, and boats?. _ staging and support areas. « By working proactively during Pre-Spill Planning and in the development of ACPs/GRPs

om « Suitability of oil ion areas. before a spill occurs, the Services can help to identify the potential effects of oil spill
at various tides and tidal current flow. « Site access considerations. - response activities on listed species, critical habitat, and cultural/historic resources, an
+ Recommended anchors and anchor points. : y jointly develop response plans and countermeasures (response strategies) to minimize uN
- avoid any adverse effects.
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