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The following summary notes are not intended to be a transcript but rather a review of the discussion session. 

Participant questions and comments are shown in bold text followed by Ecology responses. 

 

It looks like you have general cargo listed on both “route” and “non-route based” list. Shouldn’t it be on 

partially route-based list? (John Fu) 

 



JD Leahy: The text is missing a differentiation based on length. Cargo vessels over 40 meters are classified as 

route based vessels and cargo vessels under 40 meters like landing craft or other smaller vessels, would be non-

route based.  

 

With respect to risk and consequence, will there be a taxonomy feature that differentiates laden from in-

ballast tankers? Possibly through Vessel Type Codes or equivalent? (Mac McCarthy) 

 

JD Leahy: The vessel taxonomy we’ve been talking about is geared toward facilitating vessel movement. It’s not 

necessarily the same set of categories that we’ll use in later modules. As you point out, we are going to have to 

figure out a way to assign laden or in ballast status. That will be assigned at a later point in the simulation. Our 

general thought is that we will be creating a set of assumptions to make that assignment. 

 

Alex Suchar: After we get the vessel movements figured out, we’ll have to look at this issue. It will definitely be 

something we address, though not from a vessel taxonomy point of view. 

 

What are the plans for the Columbia River system?  If it will be included, what is the timeline? (Richard 

Vincent) 

 

JD Leahy: The mandate from the legislature is to build a model that addresses oil spill risk in all Washington 

waters. That said, the first two analyses we are assigned are focused on the Salish Sea. We are building a model 

that we think will be adaptable to all Washington waters, but right now, in terms of data and analysis, we are 

focused on upcoming analyses that are associated with the Salish Sea. We don’t have any analyses assigned to 

us that are linked to the Columbia River currently.  

 

The hydrology of the Columbia River is so much different than the Salish Sea and I am wondering how you’ll 

address that. It’s probably too soon for you to answer, but it is a very different system. (Richard Vincent) 

 

JD Leahy: There are a lot of differences in the type of vessels and hydrology as you mentioned. We think that our 

foundational model will be able to be used in any assigned investigation of the Columbia or the Snake River. 

Though the components that make up those modules will have to be different. We are hopeful we can use the 

same foundation, but there will be a lot of work to do to address differences that you allude to.  

 

Brian Kirk: We do have some insight into watching an organization go through the process of modifying a risk 

model for the Columbia River, and we’ll draw on that experience. 

 

Would the question about differentiating laden vs. in ballast tankers apply to barges as well? I was curious if 

you figured out a way to identify if towing vessels are towing a barge or not. And if you will know what they 

are towing? (Lovel Pratt) 

 

JD Leahy: Yes, that will carry over to barges as well. We’ll have to have a method for determining fuel amount on 

any vessel, so we’ll be coming up with assumptions to assign various values for amount and type of oil on a 

vessel. Similarly, we’ll have to come up with a set of rules or assumptions to figure out if a towing vessel is 

towing or not. We may find that based on the routes used, we may be able to assume if they are towing or not. 



All those assumptions will need to be validated in some way. In terms of what they are towing, for purposes of 

the model, this isn’t as crucial, in terms of if it’s a container barge or log barge. That’s less relevant to spill risk. 

 

I know other datasets that Ecology collects don’t differentiate between the Vendovi anchorages and Jack 

Island anchorages and the other anchorages in that area. I just want to confirm that you will be treating those 

anchorages separately? (Lovel Pratt) 

 

Adam Byrd: We are looking at published areas for anchorages, and historical data to see where people are using 

anchorages. Each of those will be distinct locations. 

 

Does the waypoint framework in the model artificially turn the waypoints into locations that are more likely 

to have incidents in the model? If a waypoint is one single point, and you have multiple vessels from multiple 

areas all coming to that same point, does that increase the risk? (Ross McDonald) 

 

JD Leahy: In this case, the “waypoints” are actually represented as lines, not points. Vessel tracks in the 

simulation will cross specified lines,  but the vessels won’t converge on a single point . This shouldn’t result in an 

artificial increase in risk. 


