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Avalitroni, Robert

From: Kelpin, Gerry

Sent: Tuesday, April 30, 2002 11:10 AM
To: Egan, Michael; Avaltroni, Robert

Subject: FW: ULSD meeting notes

P

FEMA ULSD

lewtert.pdf  These are the most recent meeting notes on the meetings/conference calls

that have been taking place over the last few months.

Early on, the community had expressed a strong desire to have ULSD used at the recovery site.
Northeast States for Coordinated Air Use Management (NESCAUM) was interested in helping the
City do a pilot project using ULSD and tail pipe controls to show the companies that using this
fuel was not a big deal in terms of impact on equipment. It turned out that there were a lot of
logistic issues and perhaps setting the stage for FEMA reimbursements.

ULSD with some type of particulate trap or other type of control device for the exhaust pipe
results in less emissions. Citywide, it will not be a measurable difference but locally, it is a
noticeable difference than if you used regﬂular diesel.

costs can be picked up or lessened by FE
this happen as part of the rebuild efforts.

-—Qriginal Message—--

Sent: Tuesday, Apr|I 23 2002252

To: ‘Carl Johnson - DEC’; ‘Mary
Kelpin’; ‘Bob Adams’; Marro
‘Dave Shaw’; ‘Glenn Goldstein’;

‘kaplané@bpcauthor.’org’; ra
Subject:  ULSD meeting notes

o Lee

appropriate contract language that can be used as a standard for all projects. MTA
and NYS DOT are developing such provisions; when drafts from these or other
agencies are ready for comments, please circulate them to the group on this e-mail.
(n.b. ULSD refers to fuel with kK30ppm of sulfur, Low-Sulfur Diesel is approx. 300ppm,
highway diesel is approx. 500ppm, and industrial-grade diesel averages 3,000ppm)

2. Another question involves actually distributing the fuel. Sprague (Steve
Levy, contact) is the only distributor of ULSD - he has two suppliers and is
willing to work with others. He has expressed willingness to make the fuel
available if an on-site storage location can|be found. As such a
distribution scheme will attract trucks, the group thought that roving
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refueling trucks would be a better solution, either sent in daily or a

dedicated tanker supplying from a small (500-gal) tank in the area. Ifa

storage tank is needed, a waiver from the Fire Code would be required from FDNY. A suitable
location would need to be identified as well. To move forward, a conference call between
organizations involved would be helpful.

Please estimate how often you would require deliveries and in what
quantities, and let me know when you think it is reasonable to have a call
on this and who else needs to be involved.

Question for FEMA.: if a project is funded by FEMA overall, would the
differential costs of ULSD need to be invoiced separately? what about fuel
distribution costs?

3. Tully has agreed to voluntarily install scrubbers on its equipment for
the MTA'’s 1/9 project beginning 1 May. The scrubbers are likely to involve
catalytic oxidation, which will not have significant effect on emissions
until the use of ULSD can be arranged too. BPCA has two earth-moving
projects underway, for a ballfield and a park, and would like its
contractors to use ULSD and oxidation catalysts. They are ready to go but
need fuel supply. The Port Authority is likely to participate as well;
however they are on a tight schedule and want their contractors to move
quickly.

4. Adiesel technology conference is being held in New York City on 2 May.
DEC is looking into setting up a meeting with Tully on 1 May to convince
them of the merits of participating in emissions reduction projects. The
General Contractors Assn has been supportive. It is likely DEC will want to
keep this meeting relatively small; they will reach out to agencies for
participation once they have more details.

5. DEC reported that EPA has expressed general support for granting an
on-road waiver; DEC is working on demonstrating that the NAAQS cannot be attained
without it. Also, DEC is working through NYMTC on making the case for a transportation
conformity waiver in Congress.

6. Comments on NESCAUM's data on the benefits of ULSD and after-treatment
technologies should be sent to Dave Park at dpark@nescaum.org
<mailto:dpark@nescaum.org>

Ms. Lee llan
Senior Environmental Planner
Mayor’s Office of Environmental Coordination
100 Gold Street, Room 2605
New York, NY 10038
Tel. 212-788-2929
Fax 212-788-2941
<mailto:lilan@cityhall.nyc.gov> lilan@cityhall.nyc.gov
URL: <http://ivww.nyc.gov/himl/moec> www.nyc.gov/html/moec
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Federal Emergency Managemert Agency

April 16, 2002

Jane M. Kenny

Regional Administrator

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Region 2

290 Broadway — 26 Floor

New York, New York 10007-1866

Dear Ms. Kenny:

I am writing in response to your March 21, 2002 letter recommentling that FEMA authorize
reimbursement of costs for the use of Ultra Low Sulfur Diesel Fuzl (ULSD) in conjunction
with the WTC disaster. In light of the magnitude of the recovery ar d rebuilding effort and the
EPA's concern that actions must be taken to minimize particulate ::missions in the interest of
public health, I have notified FEMA's Public Assistance Program to reimburse eligible
applicants for the additional costs associated with the use of ULSL fuel for all eligible work,
should the applicant elect to use this type of fuel. It is my undurstanding that there is no

* equipment retrofitting involved and it is simply a matter of re.mbursing City and State
agencies for the difference in fuel costs between non-ULSD fu:l and ULSD fuel for all
eligible work.

Thank you for your continued cooperation.

Sincerely,

h F. Picciano, P.E.
Acting Regiinal Director
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