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Crew aids fisher
http://www.dailyastorian.info/main.asp?SectionID=2&SubSectionID=395&ArticleID=52843&TM=12459.88
• A helicopter crew from U.S. Coast Guard Air Station Astoria plucked a patient from a charter vessel off Tillamook this morning and delivered him to Tillamook General Hospital. The 32-year old man had suffered a heart attack aboard the 32-foot vessel D & D, said Mark Dobney, Coast Guard Group Astoria civilian search and rescue controller. He said the Coast Guard crew lowered a basket onto the deck of the vessel, then hoisted the man into the helicopter. Dobney said the call came in at 6:55 a.m. and "we delivered the patient at 8:02."

Coast Guard stations use new communications system

Story Published: Jul 15, 2008 at 10:23 PM PDT 
http://www.kcby.com/news/25495469.html
By Kristina Nelson

CHARLESTON - Providing a more efficient way to respond to calls and rescue operations, the Coast Guard adopts a new communication system.

The system, known as "Rescue 21" is the newest maritime communications system to be used by Coast Guard stations from Brookings up the coast.

This new "911" system, replaces a 30 year-old legacy communications system, and provides the coast guard with better technology for search and rescue missions.

"There are two (computer) screens we look at in our office. The system will track who called and from where and will give us a direction relative to our lookout tower. Say we don't get a position and the boat goes down. We'll be able to get there faster with the new bearing indicator," says Boatswain's Mate, 1st Class Patrick Brown of Coast Guard Lifeboat Station Coos Bay.

The system also has advanced direction finding technology, which will help with hoax callers.

Brown says nearly everyone will be trained on the new system over the next couple of months.

Boating safety on agenda for class beginning Saturday
http://www.dailyastorian.info/main.asp?SectionID=2&SubSectionID=395&ArticleID=52840&TM=71055.9

The About Boating Safely Course, a public safe boating class leading to a boater education card, will be taught in two sessions from 9 a.m. to 1:30 p.m. Saturday and July 26 in the second floor training room at Englund Marine Supply, 29 Portway Drive. Boaters who obtain the card will save money on boat insurance. 

The cost for the course is $30, which includes the course book and a CD of all the course materials. A presentation called "Local Knowledge" will be a part of the course, and will cover intimate knowledge about hazards on the Lower Columbia including the Columbia River Bar. 

Mandatory boater education is now the law. Beginning in 2008, Oregon boaters age 70 years old and younger need a boater education card to operate or supervise youth operating a boat greater than 10 horsepower. Youth ages 12 to 15 years old operating a boat 0 to 10 horsepower, and all personal watercraft operators, need a card. The state of Washington will issue a card to Washington residents completing the course. 

The law states that all boaters younger than 20 must have a card beginning 2008. Boaters can be cited $97 for not having a card. 

The course will be taught by experienced boaters and qualified instructors from the Lower Columbia Power Squadron and U.S. Coast Guard Auxiliary Buoy 10 Flotilla 64. 

For information and to preregister, call Ron Collman at (503) 861-1368 or register on the day of the class.
Coast Guard's local special ops unit changes commanders

http://blog.seattlepi.nwsource.com/nowhearthis/archives/143166.asp
The select group of local Coast Guard reservists who filled a breach in homeland security around passenger ferries in the months after 9/11 are getting a new commander Saturday.

In time-honored military tradition, Cmdr. James Andrews will relieve Cmdr. James Howatson as commanding officer of Tacoma-based Port Security Unit 313 at 2 p.m. 

Andrews, a former Army Airborne Ranger, joined the Coast Guard Reserve in 1987 and earned a commission in 1992. In civilian life, he is police chief of the Tacoma suburb of University Place.

According to the Coast Guard, Andrews has been with PSU 313 since its inception in 1998. Port Security Units are special operations units created in the 1990s to fill a need to provide security for U.S. Navy assets in overseas seaports and waterways.

However, in the wake of the terror attacks of 9/11, the PSUs, comprised mainly of reservists, were called up at home for the first time to provide anti-terror measures and guard harbors in New York, in Puget Sound and other ports around the nation. Locally, ferry riders in Seattle and Tacoma will remember them as the men in black who alarmed some when they appeared, zipping about while escorting Washington State Ferries in their armed fast boats. 

The PSU crews, who train with Marines at Camp Lejeune, N.C., worked on the homefront until well into 2002 when the Coast Guard's new Maritime Safety and Security Teams were trained and ready to stand up, taking over the PSU's "SWAT team" duties. 

By early 2003, PSU 313 was in Kuwait conducting patrols at a Kuwaiti Navy base, then guarded an oil platform there after the U.S. led invasion of Iraq began in March 2003.

Since then, PSU 313 has returned to overseas duty, most recently in the waters of the U.S. Marine base at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba where they were able to conduct more extensive live-fire exercises than they can around here. 

As PSU's commanding officer, Andrews will be responsibe for 134 reserve and active duty men and women trained to quickly deploy in and outside the continental U.S. 

Andrews and his wife, Roxie, are the parents of four children, and know of the sacrifices demanded by military service both as participants and as parents. 

In January 2003, their 21-year-old daughter, Coast Guard Seaman-Yeoman Katie Colette Andrews, also a member of PSU 313, was killed in the line of duty in a traffic accident while transporting a Coast Guard member to his cutter. She was buried with military honors, and the Katie Andrews Swimming Scholarship through Tapco Credit Union was begun in her memory.

Posted by Mike Barber Mike Barberat July 10, 2008 5:32 p.m.
Categories: Coast Guard, Iraq, Marines, Weapons and Hardware
RFK Jr. speaks out on Bradwood Project "designed to kill fish," environmental activist says

http://www.oregonlive.com/news/argus/index.ssf?/base/news/121614060836850.xml&coll=6
Tuesday, July 15, 2008 

By Nick Christensen

The Hillsboro Argus

The Argus 

ST. JOHNS - Standing on the shore of the river he'd like to see protected on Thursday, environmental activist Robert Kennedy Jr. explained why he supports liquefied natural gas - but not at the mouth of the Columbia. 

Kennedy, chairman of the Waterkeeper Alliance, spoke to reporters on a sandy beach near the confluence of the Columbia and Willamette rivers about the Bradwood Landing project, a proposed terminal about 20 miles east of Astoria that would import liquefied gas from tanker ships. 

Some of the imported gas could be piped through Washington County if a series of projects are approved. 

Kennedy, son of 1968 Democratic presidential candidate Robert F. Kennedy and nephew of President John F. Kennedy, admonished the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission to reject Bradwood Landing. The five-member commission will review the project, and possibly even vote on whether to approve Bradwood Landing, at its meeting July 17 in Washington, D.C. 

Kennedy's chief concern seemed to be the ballast water siphoned from the Columbia into tankers to offset the weight of the emptied LNG. Project opponents have said argued Bradwood's developers won't do enough to keep salmon and other fish from being sucked into ballast water tanks. 

"If I were to devise an LNG plant that's as bad as it can get, I'd do exactly what they're doing," Kennedy said of Bradwood developers NorthernStar Natural Gas. "This plant was designed to kill fish." 

Bradwood spokesman Chuck Deister said the concerns about dangers to Columbia River salmon are overstated. He said the intake system that will suck water from the Columbia to ships would have a screening system to keep fish out of ballast tanks. 

"The performance standard and on-going monitoring would ensure compliance with agency guidelines," Deister said. 

Kennedy also questioned what would happen to the ballast water loaded into the tankers. LNG opponents have suggested that ballast water could be offloaded at LNG exporting countries such as the United Arab Emirates or Algeria and sold to those nations. 

"One of the first cases of the Waterkeeper movement was when Exxon Corp. brought tankers up the Hudson River and filled them up with ballast water and they stole that water and they went back down and sold it to the island of Aruba. These guys are doing the same thing," Kennedy said. "You're inviting them here into your estuary to steal the freshwater that everybody else needs." 

Deister called Kennedy's claim preposterous. 

"Silliest thing we ever heard and no truth to it. What will they make up next?" Deister said. "One could make the same argument about any ship operating on the Columbia River or any coastal waterway in the United States." 

Kennedy immediately confronted charges of "flip-flopping" levied by NorthernStar in a press release Thursday morning. In that release, NorthernStar brought up a 2007 column from the Ventura County (Calif.) Star, in which Kennedy praised LNG and a proposed terminal off the California coast. He later went on to oppose the project. 

"The principal reason I ended up opposed to that facility is because the technology became outdated," Kennedy said. As for Bradwood, "They should be using the best available technology. This is the worst available technology. And it shouldn't be here in the Columbia." 

FERC set to discuss first LNG project Governor asks commission to start environmental study over at its Thursday meeting
http://www.oregonlive.com/news/argus/index.ssf?/base/news/121614061536850.xml&coll=6
Tuesday, July 15, 2008 

By Nick Christensen

The Hillsboro Argus

The Argus 

FERC meeting viewable on the Web 

Thursday's meeting of the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission will be Web cast on the agency's Web site. The meeting, which starts at 7 a.m. Pacific time, can be viewed at 

http://tinyurl.com/fercbradwood 

A proposed liquefied natural gas terminal near Astoria is closer than ever to reality, with the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission set to discuss it at its meeting in Washington, D.C., this Thursday. 

The Bradwood Landing project could accept more than 1.3 billion cubic feet of natural gas daily at a terminal about 20 miles east of Astoria on the Columbia River. Its developers, NorthernStar Natural Gas, plan to send the gas to Northwest markets via a pipeline between the terminal and the regional gas network at Longview, Wash. 

Under a separate proposal by another company, Palomar Gas Transmission, gas could also be sent to the regional network by a pipeline running from Bradwood to central Oregon, underneath farms and timber land in Washington County. 

The relationship between the Bradwood and Palomar proposals is one of many objections opponents have to the terminal. 

Dan Serres, LNG coordinator for Columbia Riverkeepers, said his organization thinks FERC's environmental review of Bradwood was flawed because it should have included Palomar as an integral part of the project. He said there isn't enough capacity in the network to pump gas beyond Longview if Bradwood is built without Palomar. 

"Either Columbia River proposal would need to use Palomar to get gas over the Cascades because Oregon doesn't have a market capable of absorbing that quantity of gas," Serres said. 

Serres' remarks were tame compared to those in a letter Oregon Gov. Ted Kulongoski sent to the commission on Friday. 

In that letter, to FERC Chairman Joseph Kelliher, Kulongoski called the agency's environmental review of Bradwood "fatally flawed and legally deficient," and called on the commission to have staff begin the environmental review anew. 

He said the final environmental study relies too heavily on assumptions and conditions, and said any license from FERC should explicitly require some of the conditions suggested by staff. 

"FERC's summary treatment and conclusory dismissal of all those issues in its FEIS (environmental study) ignores FERC's obligation under NEPA (the National Environmental Policy Act) to fully examine the need for the proposed LNG terminal and all reasonable alternatives to that facility," Kulongoski wrote. "Because of the failure to address these issues, I request that FERC withdraw the FEIS and issue a revised DEIS (draft study)." 

Kulongoski spokeswoman Jillian Schoene said the state could take FERC to court if the commission ignores the governor's request. 

"All legal options would be considered," she said. The state also has several permit applications it must process. 

FERC spokeswoman Tamara Young-Allen said Kulongoski's letter will be addressed in the commission's order, but it may or may not be discussed at Thursday's meeting. 

The meeting will have no public comment. Instead, commissioners will discuss the project amongst themselves and with the FERC staff that reviewed Bradwood's environmental study and application. 

Commissioners have many options before them, Young-Allen said, including approving the project, tabling the matter for another meeting or ordering staff to revisit the environmental study. 

But Serres thinks the point is moot. 

"It seems clear FERC is going to approve the project, whether they do it Thursday or later," Serres said. "It's been fait accompli from the beginning." 

Jackson Co. may oppose LNG pipeline

http://www.theworldlink.com/articles/2008/07/15/news/doc487ce75c99885834934149.txt
MEDFORD (AP) — Jackson County commissioners say they may oppose the natural gas pipeline proposed to link to a proposed liquefied natural gas plant in Coos Bay. They have doubts about the long-term economic benefits to Southern Oregon.

The commissioners are considering sending a request to the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission to halt all proposed pipeline projects in Oregon until completion of an independent environmental review and economic assessment.

The commissioners say they also oppose the 230-mile pipeline because it may require the use of eminent domain to cross public and private lands in Coos, Douglas, Jackson and Klamath counties.

The pipeline proposal would include a terminal at Jordan Cove on Coos Bay’s North Spit, where ships carrying liquefied natural gas would unload their cargo.
Double-digit natural gas rises on way to Oregon
http://www.oregonlive.com/newsflash/regional/index.ssf?/base/news-25/1216169654315040.xml&storylist=orlocal
SALEM, Ore. (AP) — As if soaring prices at the gasoline pump weren't bad enough, natural gas customers in Oregon should brace for double-digit increases in their monthly heating bills just as the winter arrives.

The three companies supplying Oregon consumers on Tuesday said demand for natural gas is high, wholesale prices are rising, and that the utilities will have to pass those costs along to customers.

Oregon's largest gas utility, NW Natural, said rates could rise by as much as 35 to 40 percent. Avista and Cascade Natural Gas estimated increases ranging from 10 percent to 20 percent.

The companies' new rates are expected to be approved by the Oregon Public Utility Commission in late October and take effect November 1. 

NW Natural President Gregg Kantor said the 35 percent increase would be the largest in the company's history.

"We know how hard it is for our customers to sustain higher prices and to pay those higher bills," Kantor said prior to a PUC hearing. "But the simple truth is, we really cannot protect our customers from soaring commodity prices alone."

Members of the utility commission and advocates for low-income Oregonians warned that the increases would be a real hardship on people this winter.

"This is sobering news given the economic pressures consumers are already facing on other fronts," said PUC Chairman Lee Beyer.

Other advocates urged Oregonians to begin thinking now about ways to save on natural gas use this winter by adding weather stripping and caulking to doors and windows and more insulation to their homes and taking other energy conserving steps.

Utility officials used Tuesday's briefing to promote the idea that Oregon needs access to more existing and new gas supplies. They said that includes building new pipelines, storage facilities and LNG terminals, proposals which have stirred controversy in recent months.

NW Natural, which provides service to customers in northwest Oregon, said it would have a better idea of how much of a rate increase residential customers will face after the company secures its 2009 supplies in September.

A NW Natural spokeswoman said if the company is forced to implement the full proposed increase, the average residential customer's monthly bill would rise from the current $75 to $100.

Cascade Natural Gas Corp., which serves customers in Central Oregon and part of Northeast Oregon, projected that it would request rate increases in the 15-20 percent range, while Avista Corp. forecast 10-15 percent for it customers in southwest and northeastern Oregon.

Whoa! Let's take another look
FERC must slow the pace on LNG approval race

http://www.dailyastorian.info/main.asp?SectionID=23&SubSectionID=392&ArticleID=52847&TM=1132.729
There's only one word to say to the Federal Energy Commission: Whoa. 

The commission meets Thursday. And on its agenda is the Bradwood Landing liquefied natural gas terminal. Even executives at Northern Star Natural Gas Co., the prime movers in the project, were surprised it made its way onto the FERC approval agenda so quickly. 

Why the haste? There are many reasons to say whoa. Approval and construction of any LNG receiving terminal on the Columbia River will materially alter the lives of every person in the Columbia-Pacific region. It will disrupt today's already complex shipping patterns and has the potential to have a serious detrimental effect on salmon populations. 

So shouldn't the decision be taken only once the appropriate studies are done? 

Gov. Ted Kulongoski believes FERC should not issue any license before the state of Oregon completes the permitting process for the Clean Water Act and the Coastal Zone Management Act.

Federal statute and case law require FERC to issue a supplemental environmental impact statement when there are significant new circumstances or information relevant to environmental concerns. The public must have a chance to comment on the new information.

The governor's office asked for such an action when the project's scope changed after a draft environmental impact statement was issued in August 2007. The governor calls this a "fatally flawed and legally deficient" environmental analysis.

To resolve outstanding issues, Kulongoski said FERC should withdraw its final environmental impact statement on the project, released June 6, and write a new draft report for the public to review. The new report needs to include more detailed information on the project's design, safety and mitigation plans, as well as the state energy department's report questioning the need for LNG in Oregon, he said.

Kulongoski isn't the only one with concerns.

U.S. Rep. David Wu, whose district includes the proposed site, says any decision needs to take into account local concerns.

The National Park Service - ironically another agency of the federal government - is urging more study of the effect of the proposed terminals on the Lewis and Clark Trail.

Local fire agencies and others have complained that there is still not an adequate plan in place for who will pay for additional security and safety coverage if a terminal is built. 

Right now three competing private companies want government approval to locate an LNG receiving terminal in Oregon. (The other two are in Warrenton and Coos Bay.) FERC still hasn't adequately addressed the question of how many, if any, of these terminals are needed to fit in with our national energy policy. 

Its response: "Let the market decide" has got to be one of the dumbest statements ever to come out of Washington D.C. 

If our national energy policy is to reduce our dependence on imported fossil fuels, why are we considering building multimillion dollar terminals to bring LNG in from overseas?

California communities have succeeded in keeping new LNG terminals out. Yet pipelines are planned to hook into the LNG plants and criss-cross our region to ship the new supplies of imported gas to California markets.

All this fails to pass the sniff test. If rejecting the Bradwood application as "not needed" or "too dangerous" or even "not welcome" is too much for FERC Thursday, then delaying any action for more study must be the federal commission's only alternate response.

Kulongoski states it well: "The disregard for Oregon's concerns is unacceptable, particularly on a project with such profound potential impacts on the lives of Oregonians."
Exxon decries paying interest charges on $507M punitive damages

http://seattletimes.nwsource.com/html/localnews/2008053889_exxon16m.html
By Erika Bolstad
McClatchy Newspapers

WASHINGTON, D.C. — Exxon Mobil has balked at paying $488 million in interest on punitive damages that plaintiffs say it owes for its role in the 1989 Prince William Sound oil spill in Alaska, saying "there is no good reason" for the Supreme Court to assess interest.

Last week, the people who are owed money from the Exxon Valdez lawsuit asked the Supreme Court to make it clear that they should receive interest, even though the court cut the punitive damages award in June from $2.5 billion to $507 million.

On Tuesday, the oil giant disagreed. In its filing, the company says that "the court has held that $507.5 million is the legally correct amount necessary to deter Exxon and others from future oil spills," and not millions more in interest.

"The deterrent for future oil spills will thus be the same whether post-judgment interest is paid or not," the company wrote.

Also, the company adds that there's no reason to penalize it by awarding another $488 million when "the substantial delay here was not in any sense Exxon's fault," but was that of the plaintiffs, who disagreed with a lower-court decision.

The company describes the court case as "far from the kind of victory that could be described as 'clear-cut.' " The case isn't the same as those in which courts award interest, Exxon's lawyers argued, because even though the amount of the award was reduced, "it is substantially affirmed and upheld."

Lawyers for the fishermen and other plaintiffs in the case had calculated that interest would add up to about $488 million, bringing the total amount owed by Exxon from the spill to nearly $1 billion. After attorney fees, an estimated $628 million would be divided among more than 32,000 plaintiffs.

The punitive damages originally were awarded in 1994 as punishment for Exxon's role in the spill, which leaked 11 million gallons of crude oil into the fishing waters of Prince William Sound.

Lawyers for the plaintiffs think that they're entitled to interest, but after so many years of wrangling with Exxon, they filed a brief with the Supreme Court to clarify their position, said Brian O'Neill, a Minnesota lawyer who represents the plaintiffs.

The Supreme Court issued its 5-3 opinion June 25. The court held that in maritime cases punitive damages should be no more than the compensatory, or actual, damages.

House Atwitter Over Rules Governing Video, Blog Posts

Wednesday, July 16, 2008
http://www.foxnews.com/story/0,2933,383444,00.html
WASHINGTON — Texas Rep. John Culberson uses his Blackberry to post blurbs about his work onto Twitter, a social networking site on the Internet. The Internet has set him free from unfair media reports and other barriers between him and his constituents, enabling him to better represent them in Congress, he says. 

But Culberson's actions have put him in possible violation of House rules that appear to ban blogging or other work-related activities on non-House Web sites.

Current rules "have been interpreted to prohibit (House) members from posting official content outside of the House.gov domain," Rep. Michael Capuano, D-Mass., chairman of the Congressional Commission on Mailing Standards, better known as the franking committee, wrote in a report late last month.

In a series of recommendations sent to House Administration Capitol Security Subcommittee Chairman Robert Brady, Capuano said some rules are necessary so as not to mix House official messages with commercial or political campaign material.

"Members of Congress who use taxpayer money to communicate with constituents should be held to the highest possible standard of independence — and the appearance of independence," he said last week.

"Official content" — like video — that is posted outside the House.gov domain should be clearly marked, should not appear alongside commercial or campaign content and should contain an exit notice for people linking out from the House.gov domain, Capuano recommended.

But those recommendations have riled Republicans like Culberson, who argue they limit his communications. The spat has reached the highest levels of the House, with Speaker Nancy Pelosi backing Capuano by saying his work won't restrict but will rather loosen the rules. In response, House Minority Leader John Boehner has rung alarm bells over possible Democratic-led censorship of the Internet.

By communicating on Twitter, Culberson said he can tell his constituents to watch a live video he's about to broadcast on a site called Qik.com. By blasting an announcement that he's going to hold a town hall meeting, Culberson said anyone with a mobile e-mail device, an Internet connection or a phone can tap into the discussion. Or if a vote on a confusing or quickly-moving bill is coming up he can shoot out marching orders as needed to his supporters.

"It's a great way to instantaneously communicate with a large number of people," Culberson said.

Banning video postings by House members also hands the media an advantage they wouldn't have if he were allowed to use new technology to get out his side of the story, beating biased reporters to the punch, he said.

"How do I distinguish between Twitter and e-mail? There is no distinguishing. How do I distinguish between my interview with you on FOX News, and this live video that I'm broadcasting through Qik? How do you distinguish between my interview on Qik, which is live, with an interview on The New York Times?" asked Culberson, pronouncing the Web site as "quick," in an interview with FOX News last week.

Culberson said he believes lawmakers should face few, if any, restrictions on Internet use. If House members run astray of good taste, their constituents will let them know.

But Capuano counters that the rules — while they don't specifically address capabilities of sites like Qik — appear to ban such activity for good reason, and Culberson learned the lesson last week when the two men got into a one-on-one confrontation.

In a video posted online of his interview with FOX News, Culberson relayed how Capuano got irritated when Culberson apparently tried to get Capuano on camera, but hadn't asked him first. After the video was posted, Capuano ended up receiving a torrent of e-mails and phone calls from Culberson backers.

Admitting he might have jumped the gun by posting the confrontation, Culberson said he apologized to Capuano and pledged not to film him again without his permission.

Still, Culberson defended his decision to go to Qik to post the video, saying he thought a rule was going to be voted on and he felt it was his only recourse to let Capuano know how the public felt.

"I told him today — and he's a good guy, and he understood this — I said, 'Mike, you're going to have about as much luck regulating the Internet as King Knut did when he ordered his men to put this throne on the beach, and he tried to order the tide to stop," Culberson said, summing up the phone call in a video message to his constituents.

Click here to view the Culberson video of the interview with FOX News.

FOX News' Chad Pergram and Gregory Simmons contributed to this report.

Boat Expert Backs State's Choice for Port Townsend Ferry Design

By Ed Friedrich 
Tuesday, July 8, 2008 

http://www.kitsapsun.com/news/2008/jul/08/boat-expert-backs-states-choice-for-port-ferry/?printer=1/
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What's this?
SEATTLE

A naval architect told members of a state ferry financing policy group Tuesday that the "Island Home" type of boat would be the best fit for the Port Townsend-Keystone route.

John Boylson, a consultant from Maine, dismissed concerns over fuel efficiency and safety that have arisen since the state decided in May to build two of the 64-car ferries. 

WSF had originally planned to construct three boats based on the 50-car Steilacoom II, which has been leased from Pierce County for use on the route since February, but that design was deemed a poor match for the route's rough waters and a lone bid for construction came in way higher than expected.

In November, the state pulled four Steel-Electric ferries from service because of safety concerns, shutting down vehicle service on the route. Lawmakers approved $84.5 million in the last legislative session to build replacement ferries. The first one would begin service in April 2010 and the second the following fall.

The state is tweaking the design of the Island Home, which sails between Woods Hole, Mass., and Nantucket Island. The changes will make it ideal for the Port Townsend-Keystone route's needs, Boylston said.

Docking at Keystone Harbor can be challenging. More groundings occur there than anyplace in the system. The Steel-Electrics were the only state boats that could land there. A ferry must shoot through a channel narrower than the boat is long at 11 to 12 knots to keep from being spun by swift currents, then stop in less than 1,000 feet once in the harbor.

Concerns were raised about the Island Home's propulsion system, that it isn't fuel-efficient and can't stop fast enough. The ferry has one engine at each end. They operate independently, which isn't as efficient as interconnected engines. But Boylson said the difference is only 10 gallons per day, and that it would still be the most fuel-efficient ferry in the fleet, burning 1,000 gallons a day at 16 knots. Plus, he said, designing and building interconnected engines would push construction back a year.

The engines each pack 3,000 horsepower, and would be plenty to stop the boat in time, even if one was broken. The Steel-Electrics' engines put out 2,800 horsepower combined.

"While it's not the most modern system, it's the safest system to use in Keystone Harbor," Boylston said.

The fuel efficiency results from the Island Home's long, narrow design, which comes at the price of buoyancy. However, the state plans to add 20 feet to the middle, which would lift it higher out of the water than the Steel-Electrics and prevent water from coming over the bow. The extra length also will also make up for the state eliminating the Island Home's hoistable deck that holds 14 cars — but is expensive and slow — and provide added room for sewage and fuel. The Island Home fuels up more often and dumps its waste at sea, Boylston said.

The Island Home can carry 1,200 passengers, but the state would reduce that to 650 to 750 to keep a similar-sized crew as served the Steel-Electrics and create more space for bikes. It would also eliminate the Island Home's bow doors that protect the car deck because they're not needed here.

The new ferries would have an aluminum superstructure on a steel hull, making them the lightest in the fleet. Overhead would be 16 feet as compared to less than 14 for the Steel-Electrics, which would be good for all the trucks that use the route.

And the bugs have already been worked out in Massachusetts. "You don't have to guess, you can go ride it," said Boylston, who did just that last week. "You get the benefits of all the things they have learned. That's impossible to buy."

Larry Seaquist, D-Gig Harbor, countered that the Navy hasn't used that type of propulsion system in 40 years. By the time the ferries are retired in 60 years, the technology will be 100 years old. Computer technology could be used to navigate Keystone Harbor, he said.

"I do not accept the judgment that there is no alternative," he said, "or accept that it would be the most efficient vessel in the fleet. In the long term it will not."

Mary Margaret Haugen, D-Camano Island, represents citizens on the Keystone side. The Senate Transportation Committee chairwoman says she wants a human being at the helm.

"I want the captain controlling that boat in and out of that harbor, not a computer," she said.

FOR BLOGING INFORMATION ON THIS TOPIC FOLLOW THIS LINK:
http://captrichardrodriguez.blogspot.com/2008/07/wsf-island-home-design-gets-high-marks.html
Uh-Oh, More Politics: Clean Water Act

July 11th, 2008 · by Tim Flanagan, Managing Editor

http://www.navagear.com/2008/07/uh-oh-more-politics-clean-water-act/
I’m on a few different email lists, and recently I’ve received two very different calls-to-action from two sources, both of which I respect. I’m not going to try to convince you which side to take, but I think you ought to be aware of the arguments on both sides. And then, if you feel strongly about it, contact your senators and representatives.

On the one hand, we’ve got Jerry Fraser, Editor & Publisher of National Fisherman. On the other hand, there’s Michael Campbell, President of the Northwest Marine Trade Association. These aren’t the only two with something to say on this topic, by any means. But they’re the two from whom I happened to receive email.

At issue is the the Clean Boating Act (S.2766/H.R.5949), which Mr. Fraser summarizes pretty clearly:

Two years ago, a federal court, hoping to prevent further transmission of potentially invasive species lurking in the ballast tanks of high-seas cargo ships entering U.S. waters, said the Environmental Protection Agency could not continue to exempt incidental discharges of deck wash, engine cooling water, and the like under the Clean Water Act. 

As a result, by Sept. 30, thousands of previously exempt commercial vessel operators and millions of recreational boaters will be required to obtain permits for discharge “incidental to normal operation of commercial and recreational vessels.” 

You know, things like weather run-off, bilge water, engine cooling water, and even the drain from the galley sink.

If they do not, they could be subject to potentially severe fines for almost anything that might accidentally wash out the scuppers, even spilled milk. 

Penalties for non-compliance include fines of up to $32,500 per day per violation, and citizen lawsuits. OK, I’m paying attention now.

Vessel operators in states that report (by Sept. 30) to the EPA how they intend to implement the regulations will not have to obtain individual permits. However, all states may not impose the same rules. 

In short, a well-intentioned decision by the court is begetting regulatory hell.

The Clean Boating Act would exempt recreational vessels from the permit requirement. But it does nothing to address the needs of smaller commercial vessel operators. And therein lies the conflict.

Messrs. Fraser and Campbell both support the bill, actually. But while the recreational boating organizations (BoatUS, NMMA, NMTA, etc.) would like to see it passed in its current form, professional mariners who operate small vessels, such as fishermen, would like it amended to include them as well.

Here’s Mr. Fraser, again:

Senator Lisa Murkowski of Alaska, where the small-boat commercial fishing fleet numbers in the thousands, has offered an amendment that would include commercial operators. 

“In my view, an exemption for a recreational vessel of any size, all the way up to Paul Allen’s megayacht of 414 feet, is tough to justify when an 18-foot commercial vessel must obtain a permit,” Murkowski wrote in a letter to BoatTest.com, which has taken umbrage at the senator’s thwarting of a unanimous consent motion on the bill, S. 2766. 

“Good public policy should apply the same rules to similarly situated parties,” she continued. “I agree wholeheartedly with the statement that submitting the recreational boating sector to the monitoring, enforcement, fines and citizen’s lawsuits of the Clean Water Act is neither appropriate nor justified. But that same argument applies to small commercial vessels as well.”

It’s difficult to argue with this. But does it really make sense to block the current bill when time is so critically short? Wouldn’t it be easier to support the current bill and then follow it up with one exempting commercial operators? 

I don’t know the answer to this…I’m no Beltway strategist. It will be interesting to see how it all falls out.

1 response so far ↓

· Jeff Gilman // Jul 11, 2008 at 2:49 pm 

It doesn’t make much sense to me to apply commercial ship pollution rules to recreational boats. We are comparing apples to oranges here.
Come on, dumping a canoe full of rain water into the ocean is a Federal
Offense subject to a fine of some $ 30.000! What happened to ‘common sense’ ? Government has gotten out of control, and this obsurd ‘oversight’ scares me and is a perfect example of my point. Are we going to back to the the iron maiden? Perhaps that would be more affordable for boaters than ruining a family financially for dumping a kayak full of rainwater. “illegally” The United States has more people per capita in jail than any other country in the world. Doesn’t that tell us something? Now we can add boaters to help filling up the prisons. Sorry
to be sarcastic here but, I could not BELIEVE it when I heard of this Federal Law coming at boaters. Actually, yes I can believe it. Lets get Congress off their vacation ‘bxxxs and the Clean Boating Act of 2008
PASSED before the deadline!

