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Number 0001

CHAIR VIC KOHRING called the House Transportation Standing
Commttee neeting to order at 1:10 p.m Represent ati ves
Kohring, Masek, Scalzi, and Kookesh were present at the call to
order. Representative WIlson arrived as the neeting was in

progress. Representative Kerttula was al so in attendance.

COW TTEE WORK SESSI ON ON CRU SE SHI P DI SCHARGES

CHAI R KOHRI NG announced that the committee would discuss the
issue of the cruise ship discharges. He explained that this
hearing would provide information to commttee menbers prior to
the hearing of Representative Kerttula's |egislation. [ This
nmeeting] wll cover the history and the status of the cruise
ship industry as well as the governnent's efforts with regard to
di scharges and pollutants in Al askan waters. The ot her purpose
of this work session is to becone famliar with U S. Senator
Mur kowski's recently passed legislation that addresses cruise
shi p di schar ges.

Nunmber 0234

M KE KRIEBER, Staff to Representative Kohring, Al aska State
Legi sl ature, i nf ornmed t he comittee t hat Representati ve
Kerttula's bill is HB 22, the governor's bill is HB 183 and its
conpanion bill is HB 134. Al so Senator Halford's bill, SB 18,
addresses many of these concerns. However, he echoed Chair
Kohring's statenent that this neeting wll not discuss any of

the pending state |egislation. On the other hand, M. Krieber
announced that he would discuss the comittee packet that
i ncl udes sonme history and current reports regarding this issue.
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MR. KRI EBER began by informng the commttee that in Decenber
1999, the Departnent of Envi r onnment al Conservation (DEC)
convened a forum that addressed the concerns with the cruise
ship industry. There was particular concern with regard to
wast ewat er discharges as well as snoke. [ There was also
concern/di scussion] regarding "doughnut holes,” which are areas
in which cruise ships could legally discharge untreated waste
into the water without having to neet any treatnent criteria
because of the area's distance from Al askan wat ers.

Number 0437
MR. KRIEBER directed the commttee's attention to A-1 in the

commttee packet, which lists 34 questions and issues that were
di scussed at the Decenber 1999 forum sponsored by DEC The

categories of those itens were as follows: air em ssions,
wast ewat er di scharges, solid and hazardous waste nanagenent
di sposal, and oil spill preparedness. The result of that forum
was the formation of the followng four work groups: Air
Qual ity Managenent, QG| Pollution Response, Wastewater and Solid
Waste, and Environnental Leadership. M. Krieber pointed out

that the commttee packet includes the websites for those
particul ar groups, which can be found in A-1 through A-5. There
is further detail at the DEC website and thus he recomended
that the committee review that information

MR. KRIEBER identified the followi ng specific mandates of the
work groups: to identify the waste streans and spill risks that
could inpact Alaska's air and water resources; to develop
pollution prevention and waste managenent solutions that would
elimnate or reduce inpacts, including better technol ogy,
managenent practices, and shoreside capacity; to access what
process is needed to verify and nonitor conpliance; and to keep
Al askans i nf or ned.

Number 0564

MR. KRIEBER infornmed the commttee that in May 2000 the Cruise
Ship Initiative produced their Part 1 report. That report
[ recommended] the devel opnent of a plan for random third party
wast ewater sanpling of all cruise ships, the devel opnment of a
plan for air nonitoring in downtown Juneau, the survey of the
waste stream discharges and solid waste handling practices for
all cruise ships, the identification of proposals and pilot
projects fromthe cruise ship industry for a nunber of these new
technol ogi es, and approved naintenance and operation plans for
the oil spill response activities. He recalled that the first
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bill heard in the House Transportation Standing Committee was
the Gl Spill Prevention & Response |egislation, HB 55, that has
al ready been signed into |aw Therefore, that work group wll
not be di scussed today.

MR. KRIEBER turned to the Air Quality Wrk Goup, which oversaw
the air nonitoring program that was conducted last year in
downt own Juneau. Three | ocations were sel ected. The dock area
nonitoring was actually bel ow what woul d have received the snoke

stack discharges. He referred to the dock area sanpling as a
"background sanple"” [that includes] the conbustion of the
vehicles in town, heati ng systens, et cetera. Anot her
nonitoring area was by the Baranof Hotel, which is |ocated
uphill and thus would catch sone of the snoke stack plune. The
Capital School area was also nonitored. All three sites were
tested for very fine particulates, 2.5 mcron size pieces of
stuff in the air. That is a potential health concern when it
enters the lungs. There was also testing for sul fur dioxide and
oxide to nitrogen that are by-products of conbustion. The

hi ghest recorded levels from any of these nonitoring efforts
were significantly below any of the health standards established
by federal and state agencies. The Ar Quality group
recommended continued nonitoring during the 2001 cruise ship
season in order to ensure that there weren't any abnornal
situations that would have prohibited detection. For instance,
the sanpling was perfornmed during the wet part of the season.
Therefore, the Ar Quality Wrk Goup wanted to obtain sone
sanpling during the early part of the summer when there isn't as
much nmoisture in the air, which reduces the count of
particul ates and ot her potential contam nants.

MR. KRIEBER continued with the second concern with air quality,

which is the snpbke or rather, opacity. Qpacity is the
"bl ackness” of the snoke. He explained that a good engine
burning good fuel wll have cleaner snoke whereas black snpke

woul d be produced by an engine that is burning |lesser quality
fuel or the inproper fuel for that engine. The departnent had a
|l ong-term program to nmeasure opacity, but that program was
dropped in 1997 due to budget constraints. However, the
Envi r onnent al Protection Agency ( EPA) started and DEC
participated in [taking] opacity readings a couple of years ago.
Approxi mately 50 percent of the readings taken were in violation
of standards and both the federal and state governnents issued
citations.

Nunber 0821
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MR. KRIEBER explained that the cruise ship industry has
responded to these problenms wth new technologies and
alternative ways of generating power while in port. For
i nstance, Princess Cruise expects to be able to use shoreside
power instead of running the min engines when docked in
[ Juneau] . The Royal Caribbean and Celebrity Cruise Lines wll

each have a gas turbine cruise ship comng to Al aska. Gas
engines burn fuel with less visible em ssions. Al so Carnival
Cruise Lines wll have a cruise ship that w | | use

el ectronically controlled fuel injection. Furt her nore, numerous
retrofits are being nmade on direct steam injection and |ube oi
consunption nonitoring both of which have been shown to reduce

em ssions up to 40 percent. M. Krieber clarified that he was
reading from a DEC draft report, the Alaska Cruise Ship
Initiative Part 2 report, that wll be finalized and presented
t onor r ow.

Number 0889

M CHAEL CONWAY, Director, D vision of Statew de Public Service
Departnent of Environnmental Conservation; Coordinator, Al aska
Cruise Ship Initiative explained that tomorrow coments a wll
be taken and he imagi ned those would be available in a couple of
weeks. In response to M. Krieber, M. Conway affirmed that the
draft report is on the website now. The draft report won't be
changed until all the coments are received, after which the
finalized version will be available on the website.

MR. KRIEBER continued with the Wistewater and Solid Waste
Managenment Wrk Group that is found on page A-4 in the commttee
packet . The primary concern for that group is in regard to
wast ewat er because there haven't been too many concerns raised
by communities regarding the inproper disposal of solid waste.
Therefore, M. Krieber turned to wastewater. He expl ained that
bal l ast water is discharged when a vessel takes on fuel; that is
done stateside [and thus] there are no indications of any
di scharges of ballast water here in Alaska to be concerned

about . Therefore, the wastewater being focused on is sewage.
There are two types of [sewage]: graywater and bl ackwater. He
explained that blackwater primarily conmes from toilet waste
whi |l e gr aywat er comes from sink wat er, | aundry, and
m scel | aneous uses of water. Many people don't realize that
graywater can be quite polluted. However, DEC reqgul ations

define graywater and bl ackwater as the sane because both carry
fecal coliform bacteria as well as other pollutants. G aywat er
includes other types of pollutants that nmake treatnent a bit
nore difficult than treatnment for direct blackwater
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MR. KRIEBER pointed out that since the 1970s there have been

some mninmum treatnent | evel s  of bl ackwat er  for mari ne
sani tation devices. However, last year the nonitoring program
highlighted that the marine sanitation devices aren't "up to
snuff.” Furthernore, it was discovered that the graywater had
high |evels of contam nation. Therefore, these issues need to
be addressed. M. Krieber informed the conmittee that the
cruise ship industry has cone forward with new treatnent systens
and innovative technologies that appear to be prom sing. The
i ndustry has done sone testing on sone initial systens that have
reported very low Ilevels of bacterial discharge. These

[systenms] are wusing chlorination techniques and wultraviolet
di sinfection as well as sone filtration technol ogy.

MR. KRIEBER infornmed the commttee that the wastewater streans
were also tested for toxic hazardous conpounds. The Phase 2
report contains a fairly conprehensive table of various
conpounds for which they tested. For the nobst part, there were
no signs of hazardous waste being mxed with the wastewater

streans. However, he enphasized that he wasn't saying that
there aren't chemcals in the wastewater streans that need to be
addr essed. He pointed out that sone of the testing protocol
that has been recommended for the next year wll attenpt to
identify [the chemcals in the wastewater streans] through the
anal ytical process. He cited dissolved netals versus total

netals as an exanple and explained that dissolved netals are
viewed as being nore easily taken in by an organism However,
total netals aren't viewed as a carcinogen or toxic material.

Nunber 1129

MR. KRI EBER al so inforned the commttee that all 21 large cruise
ships were sanpled for these priority pollutants for hazardous
waste. He reiterated that the primary concern of the wastewater
discharges is related to what is typically thought of as
contam nants from bl ackwater, although graywater includes those

contam nants as well. These contam nants are things such as
fecal coliform total suspended solids, and biochem cal oxygen
demand. He explained that biochem cal oxygen demand is the
di scharge of an organic substance that will take oxygen fromthe

wat er, which is of high concern when dealing with very sensitive
environments. He identified other contam nants such as anmoni a,
pH, and chlorine. He reiterated that there are no indications
of any hazardous substances being mxed with the wastewater
stream However, the report does discuss a couple of the sanple
results that were reported as hazardous chem cals, but those
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were determned to be lab cross-contam nation. M. Krieber
turned to federal regulations and pointed out that only
bl ackwat er discharge is regulated, that is in regard to
di scharge limts. If graywater is mxed with the blackwater,
then it is viewed as blackwater and thus subject to the sane
regul atory requirenents.

Number 1224

MR. KRIEBER continued by informng the conmttee that |ast year
the <cruise lines volunteered to elimnate their in-port
di scharges and to discharge at a distance of at least 10 mles
from the port of <call or departure. He reiterated that
graywater is of concern because it contains chemcals that are
detrinmental to the environnent. Therefore, the cruise lines and
proposed legislation are addressing graywater. He also
reiterated that the cruise line industry is |ooking at sone new
technol ogies and the industry has done sone initial installation
and testing with some of this technol ogy. That information is
detailed in the Phase 2 report.

Number 1330

MR. KRIEBER turned to the Environnental Leadership Wrk G oup,
which is looking for innovative ways to prevent pollution. He
likened this work group to the Geen Star program which
performs the aforenentioned as well as outreach to the
comunities, individuals, and businesses outside their group in
an attenpt to avoid the wuse of hazardous nmaterials. The
information on that is contained on page A-5 of the conmttee
packet . He pointed out that the information on page A-5

illustrates the spectrum of the groups involved with this work
group.

Number 1390

MR. KRIEBER then addressed the federal legislation, B in the
comm ttee packet, that was passed and signed by fornmer President
Cinton in Decenber 2000. He said that the U S. Coast CGuard and
the EPA w il address what they see as their respective roles in
pronul gating regul ations and enforcing these federal -codes. He
poi nted out that the commttee packet, C 1 through C 3, includes
sone EPA docunents regarding what they are doing locally and
national | y. There is a sumary of a Septenber 2000 workshop
here in Juneau.

Number 1462
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COMWVANDER BOYCE BINGHAM U.S. Coast Guard - Juneau, began by
saying that nuch has been acconplished in the partnership
between the state and federal governnents as well as the cruise
ship industry and the community. He said, "I think it's safe to
say that the water of Alaska wll be less inpacted in 2001 by
the cruise industry than they were before, nuch because of the
joint efforts.™ Commander Bingham turned to the federal
| egislation and noted that the legislation directs several
issues at the U S. Coast Guard while others are directed to the
EPA. For the portion concerning the U S. Coast Guard, the U S
Coast Guard has drafted regulations and is awaiting signatures
in the Departnment of Transportation. He specified that [these
regul ations] are in the form of a notice of proposed rule-

maki ng. Initially, there was review of an interim rule that
would have allowed the regulations to go into effect
i mredi atel y. However, there were sonme concerns at the

departnment |evel regarding the fact that this was not urgent
enough in nature to bypass the public comment process.
Therefore, when the notice of proposal cones out, there wll be
a 30-day comment period after which the coments w |l addressed.
Once those comments are satisfactorily addressed, a final rule
wll be issued. Commander Bi ngham inforned the commttee that
he anticipates that those regulations will be in place at sone
poi nt during this cruise season.

COMVANDER BI NGHAM i nforned the commttee that he had been in
contact with the cruise ship industry, which has said that it

will continue with its efforts in the voluntary sanpling and
testing program that was in place |ast year. Therefore, the
US Coast CGuard will continue to oversee that process. The
[federal legislation] also contains several portions that are
sel f - executi ng. He identified those self-executing portions as
fol | ows: Section 1403, which prohibits the discharge of

untreated sewage into Al askan waters; Section 1404(a), Section
1404 (c) and Section 1407, which describes the standards that
have to be net.

COMVANDER Bl NGHAM in response to Representative Scalzi,
reiterated that the standards are included in Section 1407 of

U. S. Senat or  Murkowski's |egislation. Commander  Bi ngham
confirnmed that the standard is a fecal coliform bacterial count
of less than 200 [colonies] per 100 mlliliters or suspended
solids less than 150 mlligrans per liter. The other self-

executing portion would allow a vessel proceeding at nore than
six knots from a location nore than a mle from the shore to
di scharge treated sewage.
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Nunmber 1698

REPRESENTATI VE SCALZI turned to the purpose of the federal
| egislation and remarked that the |anguage isn't very specific
in that it only refers to the navigable waters of the United
States [within the State of Al aska] except for the specific
references to Alexander Archipelago and the Kachenak Bay
Nati onal Estuarine Research Reserve. Representative Scal zi
asked, "lIs there other areas of the country that the Senator did
not want to include at this tinme?"

COVVANDER BI NGHAM answered that he didn't know what the
intention was at the federal |evel. However, this [l anguage]
covers all of Alaska's waters, which is out three mles, and
basically closes the doughnut holes of the Inside Passage.
Commander Bi ngham pointed out that in Al aska when a cruise ship
enters Alaska's waters, it does so for several days at a tine
whereas the cruise ships in the Lower 48 nerely disenbark and
enbar k passengers and return to i nt ernati onal wat er s.
Therefore, the tinme a cruise ship remains in a body of water in
Al aska is different [than the tine it spends in the Lower 48].

Number 1775

CHAI R KOHRI NG asked if Commander Bi ngham had any information in
regard to the nunber and size of the cruise ship vessels that
have been experienced in Al aska. He inquired as to the growh
of the cruise ship industry over the |ast decade.

COVWANDER Bl NGHAM deferred to the cruise ship industry, although
he recalled that this season 23 vessels intend to call on
Al aska. In further response to Chair Kohring, Commander Bi ngham
said that the US. Coast GGuard is encouraged by the new
wast ewater systens that the cruise ship industry is reviewng
He said that he has the inpression that the cruise ship industry
is fully commtted to reviewing all available technologies in
order to find a technology that would process sewage and fit on
the vessel itself. The [cruise ship industry] is nmaking
progress and he estimated that it would only be a few years
before this goal is achieved.

Nunber 1861
REPRESENTATI VE WLSON asked if the U S Coast Guard wll

actively stop vessels and check these [discharges] once the
[regul ations] are in place.
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COMVANDER BI NGHAM expl ained that the draft regulations provide
for the follow ng: testing within 30 days of the vessel's
arrival in Alaska's waters; testing of the blackwater; random
testing of the graywater for priority pollutants; and ongoing
testing throughout the season.

REPRESENTATI VE SCALZI asked if the federal |egislation addresses
any air quality standards.

COMVANDER BI NGHAM answered that air quality isn't addressed by
U.S. Senator Mirkowski's |egislation.

Number 1932

CHAI R KOHRI NG inquired as to Commander Bingham s opinion of the
draft regul ati ons.

COMWANDER BI NGHAM explained that U S. Senator Mirkowski's
| egislation provides direction for the U S Coast Guard in
regard to the areas to focus on in creating regulations to
implenent the will of the Congress and ultimately, the wll of
t he peopl e. Commander Bingham a co-witer of the regul ations,
felt that the regulations are conprehensive and were witten
with foresight in regard to allowing new technology while
addressing the concerns of the Congress.

Number 1984

REPRESENTATI VE KOOKESH renmarked that nost federal standards that
he has seen aren't the strictest but rather are mninal
st andar ds. Therefore, he asked if the U S. Coast Guard woul d
review the state's standards, especially if those are stricter
t han the federal standards.

COMVANDER BI NGHAM agreed that [the state's standards] would be
revi ewed. He also noted that U S.  Senator Mirkowski's
| egislation contains a stricter standard with regard to fecal
coliformcounts than that contained in the EPA standards.

REPRESENTATI VE KOOKESH enphasized that he was speaking in
general that the federal standards are m ninal. Therefore, he
didn't want to give the inpression that the federal regulation
shoul d be accepted as the regulation to live by. He pointed out
that he lives in a village where the cruise ships pass and thus
the villages aren't inpacted by their dollar. Therefore, his
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concern is in making standards that are sufficient so as to not
i npact "us as a people.”

COMVANDER BI NGHAM said that he, as a fellow Al askan, shared that
concern. He noted that it would be helpful to have sone
anal ysis regarding the inpact of 200 fecal coliformon 150 total
suspended solids (TSS) on the water.

REPRESENTATI VE KOOKESH said that is his point exactly because no
matter where the standards are set, they nmay not be good enough.
Therefore, he wanted to ensure that there is room to change the
standards | ater, if necessary.

COMVANDER BI NGHAM poi nted out that the standards in U S. Senator
Mur kowski's legislation are interim standards that allow for the
EPA to review that and possibly devel op different standards.

Nunber 2137

STEVE TOROK, Environnental Protection Agency, began by providing
the comnmttee with an overview of the EPA's activities related
to the cruise ship issues. He infornmed the conmttee that the
EPA has been involved with the Departnment of Justice in various
i nvestigations over the past several years. In March 2000 the
EPA received a petition fromthe Blue Water Network that was co-
signed by 53 other environnmental organizations across the
country. The petition requested that the EPA conduct an
assessnment and investigation of the cruise ship industry and the
di scharges and pollution comng from the cruise ships. The EPA
agreed to do such an assessnent. Prior to that, the EPA joined
the Al aska Departnent of Environnental Conservation and the U S
Coast CGuard in participating in the Alaska Cean Witer
Initiative. He remarked that the EPA views the assessnent and
the initiative as conplinentary activities not duplicative.

MR. TORCK said that work has continued with regard to collecting
information and the EPA has relied heavily on the Al aska Cruise
Ship Initiative, which has been very val uabl e. Oiginally, the
EPA intended to have a draft report available in the late Fall,
but that has been del ayed. However, he anticipated that the
draft report wll receive public notice in a few weeks. M.
Torok returned to the petition, which specifically requested the
identification of various wastewater streans, the assessnment of
the inpacts of those streans and the quantity and quality of
those discharges as well as the treatnment technologies that are
currently being used. The EPA has attenpted to do that. He
pointed out that [the EPA] has nuch nore know edge now than it
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did tw years ago thanks to the Cean Wter Initiative.
However, he acknow edged that "we" don't know enough because
there is still much information to be gathered, specifically
ship by ship in regard to the quantities of discharges from each
ship, the quality of the discharges from each ship, and the
[routes] of the various wastewater streanms within the ship.

Number 2279

MR, TOROK commended the participation of +the cruise ship
industry as well as their efforts in relation to advancing
technology. He noted [the EPA s] support of the industry's goa
of having no pollutant discharge. He acknow edged that these
ships are getting |arger. In response to the earlier question
regarding the growh of the industry, M. Torok estinmated that
there has been an increase from about 350,000 in crew and

passengers in 1990 to about 1 mllion in crew and passengers
| ast vyear. He said, "A mllion people on these ships for about

five to seven days generating the waste. So, it is an issue
that deserves attention.” He pointed out that U S. Senator

Mur kowski's | egi slation does authorize EPA to work with the U S
Coast Guard in the inplenentation of Title 14, specifically the
| egi slation authorizes the EPA to establish affluent standards

for both blackwater and graywater. The legislation also
reinforces the EPA's authority to grant no discharge zones as
requested by the governor. Therefore, there are provisions

under the Clean Water Act and under Title 14 that provide a
mechani sm for the governor and the state to declare areas no
di scharge zones.

MR. TOROK announced that the EPA s draft assessnent on cruise
ship discharges will address the EPA' s recommended intentions
with regard to Title 14. Specifically, [the draft] wll address
whet her the EPA will or will not pursue affluent standards. The
draft will also lay out a series of recomendations for public
review and conmment with regard to other actions that can be
taken by the EPA wth regard to enforcenent and redefinitions of
bl ackwat er under the current Clean Water Act. To this stage, it
has been accepted that cruise ship discharges are exenpt from
the National Pollutant D scharge Elimnation System (NPDES)
permt program Wthin the petition of the Blue Water Network,
there was the request to reevaluate that exenption and consider
bringing cruise ship discharges under NPDES for permtting
pur poses. He explained that the advantage of a permt systemis
that it requires the discharger to nonitor and thus sanple the
di scharges regqularly and to report those sanple results.
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Therefore, "we" begin to learn what is discharged and how mnuch
is being discharged. Currently, that is unknown.

Nunber 2435

REPRESENTATI VE W LSON inquired as to why the cruise ships were
exenpt fromthe NPDES permt program

MR. TOROK explained that this goes back to the early 1970s. He
noted that he could speak to what the EPA was thinking at that
time because he was with the EPA. In the early 1970s the NPDES
permt programwas just beginning. There were a nunber of

TAPE 01-26, SIDE B

MR TORK said, "... that had a wastewater discharge and [ had]
previously been wunregulated from a permtting perspective.”
Through the Cean Water Act in the early 1970s, the EPA was
given the authority to establish a permt system [ The EPA]
recognized that it could not require and establish permt
paraneters and wite permts for every discharger in the
country. Therefore, a "pecking order” was established and the
wor st polluters were addressed first. At that tinme, discharges
from ships weren't considered to be a large threat and thus they
were placed |lower on the |ist. In order to relieve the EPA of
its legal and regulatory burden of having those ships operate
without a permt, those ships were exenpted from the NPDES
permt program

Nunmber 2415

REPRESENTATI VE W LSON inquired as to the increase Al aska has
experienced with the cruise ship industry since that tine.

MR, TOROK replied, "Trenmendous." The cruise ship industry of
today is nmuch different than the industry that existed in the
1970s.

REPRESENTATI VE KOOKESH asked if the EPA works with the State of
Alaska in regulating other industries in Al aska such as the
mning, tinber, or fishing industry.

MR TORXK replied, "Yes." He explained that NPDES permtting
system hasn't been delegated to the State of Al aska and thus the
EPA retains the authority to issue permts to those |arge
i ndustri es. The State of Alaska is required to certify those
permts. The EPA relies on the state to ensure that the permt
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that is being witten for that facility will neet state water
quality standards. In further response to Representative
Kookesh, M. Torok agreed that there are state statutes in the
aforenentioned three industries with which the EPA already
wor ks.

Nunber 2354

REPRESENTATI VE KOOKESH identified the cruise ship industry as a
new industry for which there are no regulatory statutes.
Therefore, he surmised that it would be "natural"”™ for the
[state] to be considering cruise ship laws in Al aska Statutes

statutes simlar to those used for tinber, mning, and fishing
i ndustri es.

CHAIR KOHRING inquired as to M. Torok's opinion regarding
whether the cruise ship industry's efforts are noving in the
correct direction.

MR TORCK answered that he believes that the cruise ship
industry has given every indication that it is noving in the
correct direction and exploring newer technol ogies. He
reiterated the <cruise ship industry's stated goal of "no
pol lutant discharge" and having the ability to recycle water
onboard and reuse that water. M. Torok comented that the
cruise ship industry is in the best position to do this because
t hey have 100 percent control over what happens on the ship. On
the other hand, a |ocal sewage treatnent plant doesn't have that
advant age because that plant has to deal wth whatever the
public has put down the drain; it is nmuch nore conplicated to
deal with [pollutants at the end point rather than the insertion
poi nt].

Nunber 2274

REPRESENTATI VE KOOKESH related his belief that this work
shoul dn't be viewed as the standard but rather the work with the
i ndustry should be ongoing and has to be within the parameters
that Al askans feel confortable. Wil e Representative Kookesh
noted his appreciation of the cruise ship industry's work and
i nnovation, he reenphasized his belief that it is not the
st andar d.

MR. TORCK informed the conmittee that the Blue Water Network
nodified its petition to the EPA in June to include air quality
em ssi ons. He also inforned the commttee of the EPA's fairly
extensive public participation program and consultation with the
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tribes, which the EPA will continue to do as the draft report is
rel eased.

MR. KRIEBER summarized that today's discussion has highlighted
sonme concerns raised regarding the discharges from the cruise

shi ps. The commttee has also heard that the cruise ship
industry is addressing sone new technol ogies. Furt her nore,

there is pending federal |egislation. M. Krieber indicated a
commtnent to hear Representative Kerttula's bill, HB 22, on
April 19 as well as hearing the governor's bill the follow ng
week. M. Krieber rem nded everyone that DEC s website houses a
| ot of information. He then requested that M. Conway inform

the commttee of the Cruise Ship Initiative Steering Conmttee's
agenda for tonorrow.

Number 2150

MR, CONWAY affirmed that tonorrow is the Spring neeting of the
Al aska Cruise Ship Initiative Steering Cormittee. He noted that
M chel e Brown, Conm ssioner, DEC, Admral Barrett; the President
of the North Wst Cruise Ship Association; Acting Regional
Adm ni strator of the EPA; Lauren Gerhard, Executive D rector,
Sout heast Conference will be in attendance. This group has been
wor ki ng since last summer in order to conpile the information of
the results obtained through the Cruise Ship Initiative work,
which will be the first item of business. The Phase 2 report is
on the web and thus it is the opportunity for the steering
commttee to review it, provide feedback, and wap up the 2000
season.

MR. CONVAY informed the comnmttee that the volunteer efforts to
review the results of |ast summer have [recommended] work that
needs to be perfornmed for the follow ng cruise ship season. M.
Rogers, DEC, has spearheaded the efforts on air and water

quality. There is a plan to do work this sumer in order to
followup on issues that were identified |last season. This is a
conpr ehensive group of individuals, who will present an overview

of their plan for this com ng season. The U S. Coast Guard wl|l
present its plan for inplenmenting the federal |egislation for
this sunmmer. The final item on the agenda is to discuss the
pendi ng crui se ship | egislation.

MR. CONWAY enphasized that the steering commttee is a high-
| evel group that can provide checks and bal ances and provide
direction to the work group efforts. The neeting is schedul ed
from 10:00 a.m to 12:30 p.m in the DEC conference room He
noted that the neeting will be tel econferenced.
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Nunmber 1993

REPRESENTATI VE KOOKESH commented that he wasn't too enthusiastic
about this work session; however, now he appreciates it. He
not ed hi s appreci ation of t he commttee schedul i ng
Representative Kerttula's bill and the governor's bill because
he would rather have the Alaska State Legislature determ ne
where the cruise ship i ndustry IS goi ng in Alaska.
Represent ati ve Kookesh thanked the representatives from the EPA
and the U S. Coast Cuard.

CHAIR KOHRING noted his appreciation for all those in

at t endance. He said, "W are not here to 'beat up' on the
cruise ship industry. | want to recognize there are good things
that you bring to the state of Al aska. You really bol ster our
econony wonderfully."” He noted the need to be cognizant of the

crui se ship industry's concerns with the pending | egislation.
ADJ OQURNVENT
There being no further business before the commttee, the House

Transportation Standing Commttee neeting was adjourned at 2:09
p. m
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