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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The U.S. Department of Transportation's (DOT) Research and Special Programs 
Administration (RSP A) receives written reports of releases of hazardous materials that occur 
during transportation as required in 49 CFR Section 171.16. These regulations require 
carriers to report within 30 days any incident that results in the unintentional release of a 
hazardous material or waste during commercial transport. These written reports are 
transcribed by RSP A into the Hazardous Materials Information System (HMIS). 

This study compares two recent years (1988 and 1989) of HMIS release reports with similar 
information from three representative states, New Jersey, New York and California. The 
study addresses the issue of the apparent receipt by state agencies of more reports of 
hazardous materials releases during transportation than are received by RSP A for the same 
time period and state. This has been cited in previous assessments of the HMIS as an 
indication of industry failure to comply with the DOT reporting requirements. DOTIRSPA 
also has need of this comparison to better understand various state notification systems and 
to evaluate possible additional sources of release data and the impact of possible future 
program requirements. 

Over 4800 state and Federal hazardous material incident reports were examined for this 
analysis. The comparisons were complicated by the fact that many of the state reports were 
incomplete, being immediate telephonic notifications, usually made by responders, to the 
appropriate state agency at a time when all the facts surrounding the incident may not be 
known. The HMIS notification consists of a written report submitted by the carrier within 
30 days of an incident. DOTIRSPA performs verification and quality control on these 
reports. The analYSis was further complicated by difficulties in loading the California 
computer files. California comparisons were performed manually from hard copy. 

The results of the analysis showed that the percentage of reports that matched between the 
state and HMIS databases was low, approximately 8.5% for New Jersey and New York and 
5% for California (see Tables 2 through 9). By separating the reports by type of material 
released (oil, hazardous or other) and the amount of material released, further insights were 
gained into the differences between the state and Federal reporting systems. Over 60% of 
the New Jersey reports were of small releases of diesel fuel or gasoline that may be from 
vehicle fuel tanks (not reportable to HMIS) or released during intrastate delivery by fuel 
trucks (also not reportable to HMIS). Reports to New York state had a much lower 
percentage (36%) of oil reports and many of these appeared to be releases of oil with some 
other hazardous material. For both New Jersey and New York, HMIS received at least 
twice as many non-oil hazardous material reports as were received by the two states during 
the two years examined (the match rate was still low). Even though detailed sorts could not 
be performed on California reports, the state's data trends appeared similar to those noted 
in New Jersey. -
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It is evident that a comparison of total numbers of reports received by states with those 
received by DOTIRSPA for that state doesn't present a true picture of the rate of 
compliance with each system. The differences, in large degree, can be found in the 
reporting requirements of state and Federal systems (see Table 1). For instance, Federal 
requirements specifically exclude reports on materials not in carriage, such as gasoline and 
diesel fuel used to power the vehicle, and reports on materials in intrastate commerce that 
are not hazardous substances or wastes, or flammable cryogenic liquid from a portable tank 
or cargo tank. An attempt to.identify interstate highway carriers in the state reports had 
limited success (see Tables 10 and 11). The Federal reporting requirements appear to 
exclude many of the reports that were made to the state agencies. In contrast, HMIS 
receives more reports of non-oil hazardous materials than did the states of New York or 
New Jersey. Again, the match rate is low. 

Because of the difficulties in determining which state incident reports would be reportable 
to HMIS, it could not be verified that performing such state/Federal comparisons on a 
routine basis would be beneficial or cost-effective. However, the routine submission of 
reports of major incidents by state agencies to DOTIRSPA could provide a workable body 
of data to compare with the HMIS reports as a means of assessing compliance rates. 
Additional state databases covering a two-year period should be examined to determine if 
the trends noted in this study are characteristic of other state systems. Studies should also 
be performed to ascertain the reasons for non-reporting, when such reporting is required, 
to HMIS. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

This report compares written notifications of transportation releases of hazardous materials 
reported to the U.S. Department of Transportation's (DOT) Research and Special Programs 
Administration (RSP A) Hazardous Materials Information System (HMIS) with those 
notifications made to the states of New Jersey, New York and California. DOT/RSPA 
regulations require carriers to report within 30 days any incident that results in the release 
of a hazardous material or waste during commercial transport (see 49 CFR Section 171.16). 
These written reports (Appendix A) are transcribed into the HMIS database which is the 
basis for the DOT portion of the comparisons found in this report. 

The purpose of this report is to ascertain the number of incidents that should have been 
reported to DOT /RSP A, but were not, and to examine the potential for increased reporting 
to DOT if the reporting requirements were extended to all carriers. (For instance, intrastate 
highway carriers are presently required to file a written report only upon the release of a 
hazardous substance or waste or of flammable cryogenic liquid from a portable tank or cargo 
tank.) This information is also required so that DOT/RSPA can determine the possible 
benefit of conducting regular comparisons between state and Federal data. 

Two years of data were obtained from the three states for this comparison. The state data 
were converted to the same database management system (System 1032) and computer 
(DOT/RSPA's Hazmat VAX) used for the HMIS data. Computer routines were written for 
the initial identification of potential matches between DOT and state reports. In all cases, 
because of reporting inconsistencies, final matches were determined by the research team. 
Where discrepancies were noted between state and DOT reports, the Volpe National 
Transportation Systems Center (Volpe Center) attempted to find reasons (other than failure 
to report) for the differences, such as variations in reporting requirements. In total, over 
4800 incident reports were examined for this study. 

All modes of transportation (highway, rail, vessel and aircraft) are required to notify DOT 
of incidents under DOT's requirements. All modes are included in the analysis. The vast 
majority of incidents, however, are highway and rail (e.g., in the case of the HMIS system 
approximately 90%), and much of the discussion in this report is directed toward the 
highway and rail modes. 

1/2 





2. APPROACH 

The state Departments of Environmental Protection, or their equivalents, in New Jersey, 
New York and California were contacted for the purpose of acquiring computer-based 
copies of their state hazardous material transportation-related incident databases for two 
recent years. 

These three states were selected because machine readable data was available; they 
represent a large proportion of the population and petrochemical-transportation industry and 
are considered to be environmental leaders. The organizations and individuals contacted 
in each of the states for information on their systems are given in Appendix B. 

The New Jersey Hazardous Material Spill Incident Notification System is maintained by the 
state Department of Environmental Protection. Eleven state regulations require telephonic 
notification to the Department's Communications Center. These regulations address air 
pollution, pesticides, solid waste, water contamination and toxic catastrophes, and include 
Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA) and 
Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act (SARA) requirements. The reports are 
required from the owner or operator of a facility or the shipper/carrier, but may also come 
from the responder or a private citizen. Appendix A also includes the incident reporting 
forms for New Jersey, New York and California. Table 1 compares HMIS to the three 
states' reporting systems based on reporting criteria and principal items reported. 

The New York State Spill Information System is maintained by the Bureau of Spill 
Prevention and Response. As with New Jersey, regulations requiring reporting covering air, 
land and water releases, and responding to CERCLA and SARA requirements. These 
reports are required from the responsible party, but may also come from a responder, local 
government or a private citizen. The incident reporting form is shown in Appendix A and 
the reporting requirements are summarized in Table 1. 

The California Hazardous Material Incident Reporting System (CHMIRS) is maintained by 
the Office of Emergency Services (OES). The California Code of Regulations requires an 
immediate telephone report about any release or threatened release of a hazardous material. 
The CHMIRS report is to be completed by the agency responsible for incident command 
(usually the police or fire departments) after the conclusion of the emergency response 
phase, and sent to the OES. The incident reporting form is shown in Appendix A and the 
reporting requirements are summarized in Table 1. 

The data obtained from the three states were converted into System 1032 on the Hazmat 
VAX. located at the Volpe Center and transportation incidents were identified. The state 
data were matched record by record against the DOTJRSPA's national HMIS data for the 
three states to identify those incidents that were common to the states and HMIS ~ata. The 
process of identifying reports of the same incident from different databases proved to be 
time-consuming. Computerized searching on text fields was of limited value. For New 
Jersey and New York, a first cut by computer was performed for spill location and for spill 
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date (spanning two weeks). Further match-ups were then performed by the research team. 
In the case of California, after many attempts to obtain a machine readable file, all 
comparisons were manually performed from hard copies of the incident records. 

The spill incident data from the states were often found to be incomplete. For example, the 
responsible carrier/person's name is missing from 1310 out of 1853 records in the California 
database and from 552 out of 1054 records in the New Jersey database. This presented a 
substantial obstacle when atterppting to confirm matches between HMIS and state records. 

The example in Table 2 illustrates some of the difficulties in matching HMIS and state 
records. The two records in the table indicate that the incidents happened on the same date 
and spilled the same chemical, but the other data items appear to be different. By checking 
a map, Vernon was found to be located close to central Los Angeles. The company name 
listed in the California state database is W.I.c. Trucking, which may stand for West Imperial 
Chemical Trucking. The quantities of spilled materials reported in these two records are 
significantly different. The quantity reported, however, can vary depending on when it was 
reported or on the person reporting the incident. The HMIS data was based upon a written 
report from the trucking company that was filed sometime after the incident with, probably, 
more accurate data, while the CHMIRS report was an immediate telephonic notification 
probably by a state trooper responding to the incident. We concluded that these two 
reports, in spite of their differences, are similar enough to be considered as a likely match. 
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TABLE 2. COMPAJRISON OF CALIFORNIA REPORT WITH HMIS REPORT 
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3. RESULTS 

The following is a summary of the Volpe Center analyses that compared the three states to 
the HMIS database. It should be noted that the results shown below do not attempt to 
account for differences in reporting requirements between state and Federal regulations, 
such as the fact that Federa,l reports are required from highway carriers involved in 
intrastate transportation only when a release occurs of a hazardous substance or waste, or 
of flammable cryogenic liquid from a portable tank or cargo tank. These factors and their 
effects are considered in Section 4. 

3.1 NEW JERSEY 

The reports from the state of New Jersey for 1988 and 1989 are compared with the New 
Jersey reports in HMIS in Table 3 and Figure 1. 

TABLE 3. COMPARISON OF NEW JERSEY AND HMIS REPORTS 

Both the state and HMIS data were examined and categorized by dividing them into several 
groups, based on the type of material released and the quantity spilled, to provide further 
insights into the types of data being received by each system. The breakdowns are presented 
for the two years combined in Tables 4 and 5 and in Figures 2 and 3. 

Table 4 and Figure 2 compare the types of materials released listed in the reports from the 
state of New Jersey with those reported to HMIS. 
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TABLE 4. NEW JERSEY AND HMIS COMPARED BY MATERIAL RELEASED 

Table 4 shows that oil products, including gasoline and diesel fuel, dominate the incidents 
reported to the state of New Jersey, whereas non-oil hazardous chemicals dominate the 
incident reports made to HMIS. The significance of this result is discussed in Section 4 of 
this report. 

Table 5 and Figure 3 show the number of incidents for New Jersey reported to the state and 
to the HMIS by the reported quantity released. Any release of less than 200 gallons is of 
particular interest, since these may be from truck fuel tanks and thus not reportable to 
DOT IHMIS. Most tractor trucks are equipped with two diesel fuel tanks, each holding 100 
gallons. Fuel being carried in the vehicle's fuel tank is not considered by RSP A to be "in 
commerce." 

Table 5, together with Table 4, show that many of the reports received by New Jersey are 
for relatively small releases of oil products. The incident reports for New Jersey found in 
HMIS are also for small releases, but of non-oil products. This may be indicative of the 
HMIS reporting requirement that all hazardous materials releases, no matter how small, be 
reported to DOT /RSP A. The significance of these results are discussed in Section 4 of this 
paper. 
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TABLE 5. NEW JERSEY AND HMIS COMPARED BY QUANTITY RELEASED 

3.2 NEWYORK 

The transportation-related hazardous spills data for 1988 and 1989 were received from the 
New York State Bureau of Spill Prevention and Response and converted to System 1032 on 
the RSP A's Hazmat VAX. The data were then matched with the HMIS data for the same 
time period and state. As with New Jersey, both the state and HMIS data were categorized 
into groups by material and quantity spilled. The results are shown in Tables 6 through 8 
and Figures 4 through 6" Table 6 shows that the state received fewer reports than HMIS 
did for New York. 

Based upon Table 7, New York does not appear to be receiving as many reports of small 
oil spills as New Jersey. Table 7 also shows that the reports of incidents received by New 
York are 36% oil products or oil products with other materials and 50% non-oil. The 
reports received by New York were not overwhelmingly oil products, as were those received 
by New Jersey. 

Table 8 shows that 40% of the matches between state and HMIS data involved releases of 
less than 10 gallons. The table also shows that the match rate is higher for the larger spills 
than for smaller ones. 
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TABLE 6. COMPARISON OF NEW YORK AND HMIS REPORTS 

TABLE 7. NEW YORK AND HMIS COMPARED BY MATERIAL RELEASED 
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TABLE 8. NEW YORK AND HMIS COMPARED BY QUANTI1Y RELEASED 
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3.3 CALIFORNIA 

The California State Office of Emergency Services was contacted for a copy of the 1988 and 
1989 records from the California Hazardous Material Incident Reporting System (CHMIRS). 
The CHMIRS is maintained in an ORACLE database. Because of difficulties in loading the 
computer files provided by California into the DOT/RSPA database management system, 
a computerized comparison of California data with the HMIS was not possible. In order to 
compare California and the HMIS reports, a hard-copy printout of the CHMIRS was used. 
This limited the types of comparisons that could be made. The results of the comparisons 
between California and HMIS are shown in Table 9 and Figure 7. 

Table 9 indicates that California received two and one-half times the number of reports that 
the HMIS did for California in a two-year time period. The overall match rate is lower than 
either the match rate for New Jersey or the match rate for New York. 

TABLE 9. COMPARISON OF CALIFORNIA AND HMIS REPORTS 
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4. DISCUSSION 

A "first cut" assessment of the results of this analysis indicates that many more releases of 
hazardous materials during transport are being reported to the states than to HMIS, as 
indicated by the total numbers of reports received by these three states (3173) versus the 
total number received by HMIS for these three states (1650) for 1988 and 1989. The match 
rate is also very low. One state, New York, received fewer reports than did HMIS for that 
state in the same time period. One major reason for the variance in the number of 
submitted reports is the difference in reporting requirements between states and HMIS. 
HMIS requires a written report from the carrier of any release that occurs during 
transportation by highway, rail, water or air, except that intrastate highway carriers are 
required to report only those releases that involve hazardous substances or wastes, or 
flammable cryogenic liquid in a portable tank or cargo tank. The RSP AJDOT reporting 
regulations also specify that the material spilled must be in carriage, that is, being 
transported as cargo. The state reporting requirements do not differentiate between 
interstate and intrastate, nor do they specify that the released material be cargo. (Reports 
to states, therefore, would include oil spills from fuel tanks.) In fact, all states examined 
here have a much broader notification requirement, which basically applies to any release 
of a hazardous material that may pose a risk to the public health or welfare. 

It is of interest to note that the HMIS received many more reports of non-oil releases (776) 
than did New Jersey and New York (295). It appears that in the case of hazardous non­
petroleum products, the states are not receiving all the reports that should be submitted. 
These non-petroleum materials would not be used as fuel by the vehicle and are more likely 
to be an interstate cargo or a hazardous substance or waste than would a petroleum product. 
(Many releases of gasoline and fuel oils occur during local deliveries.) In addition, EPA's 
CERCLA reporting requirements may have increased the awareness among the regulated 
community to the need for Federal reporting of non-petroleum hazardous substances. The 
match rate for these non-oil products is sti11low, 6.7% combined for New Jersey and New 
York. Each state is discussed in more detail in the following sections. 

4.1 NEW JERSEY 

New Jersey's overall matching percentage (matches divided by the number of HMIS reports 
times 100) is 8.6% for the two combined years. New Jersey has a very broad definition of 
what must be reported to the state. It includes any release that could be harmful to the 
public health, welfare or environment (see Table 1). Fifty percent of their reports are diesel 
fuel releases. As there are no HMIS matches among these diesel fuel reports, it is highly 
probable that many of them are from vehicle fuel tanks and would not be reportable to 
HMIS. In addition, other fuel oil and gasoline releases could be associated with intrastate 
transport to fuel tanks and gasoline stations where small spills frequently occ~r. These 
assumptions are supported by the spill size distribution for New Jersey, which indicates that 
83% of the gasoline spills and 80% of the diesel spills involved less than 200 gallons, the 
normal vehicle fuel tank capacity of a large truck tractor. 
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All interstate non-oil releases of materials found on DOT's hazardous materials list, and 
those in intrastate transport that meet the criteria previously enumerated, should be reported 
to HMIS. As previously mentioned, the match rate in this category is low (7% of HMIS, 
17% of New Jersey). 

In an effort to determine the importance of intrastate versus intrastate movement, the Volpe 
Center compared DOT's national list of interstate carriers (over 27,000 names) obtained 
from the Federal Highway Administration's Office of Motor Carriers (OMC), with the 
carrier names in the New Jersey database. In the unmatched incident reports from the state 
of New Jersey, only 467 had carrier names. Of those, 109 carriers in the incident reports 
or 23% were found on the OMC interstate list (see Table 10). This analysis does not 
consider the matched reports common to both databases, which are assumed to be from 
interstate carriers. It should be noted that, using the OMC list of over 2000 intrastate 
carriers, we could identify only four carriers in the New Jersey database that were specifically 
identified as intrastate carriers. We further detennined that 80 of these 109 reports were 
spills of less than 200 gallons of gasoline or diesel fuel. Of the remaining reports, 14, or 
32%, were matched with HMIS reports. An examination of the 14 matched reports 
indicated that eight were chemical spills, one was for a hazardous waste spill, two were for 
gasoline spills greater than 200 gallons, one was for a propane spill, and two were unknown 
material spills in the New Jersey data. 

TABLE 10. EVALUATION OF FEDERALLY REPORTABLE INCIDENTS IN 
NEW JERSEY 
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4.2 NEWYORK 

The overall match rate for New York is approximately twice that observed for New Jersey. 
In the two-year period, HMIS received 44% more reports than did the state. A significant 
difference between New Jersey and New York state reports when compared to HMIS can 
be found in oil reports. New York received proportionally fewer oil reports than did New 
Jersey. No reason for this difference was evident. When we queried New York officials, 
they stated there was no minimum-quantity reporting on oil spills to the state. Of the New 
York reports, 96 (36% ) were oil or combinations of oil with another hazardous material and, 
of these, only three could be identified as gasoline or diesel, compared to 35 gasoline (no 
diesel) reports in HMIS. Exactly 50% (133) of the New York reports were non-oil 
hazardous materials, but in the same time period HMIS received nearly three times the 
number of non-oil reports (393). Again the match rate is low (6% of HMIS, 19% of New 
York). An examination of the reported materials in the spill reports received by New York 
indicated that a large proportion of these were reportable materials under HMIS. 

We again identified carriers who were involved in interstate commerce by comparing OMC's 
list with the carrier name in the New York database of unmatched reports (Table 11). In 
New York, 65 reports had no carrier name so could not be identified as inter- or intrastate. 
Of the remaining reports, only 37, or 23%, could be identified as interstate transporters 
according to the OMC list. The 40 matched reports are assumed to be interstate carriers 
even if they are not on the OMC list; however, the carriers in only 13 of the 40 matched 
reports were found in the OMC list for a total of 50 (37 + 13) matched and unmatched 
incident reports. Of the 50 reports, 12 were for spills of oil and 38 were non-oil hazardous 
chemicals. 

TABLE 11. EVALUATION OF FEDERALLY REPORTABLE INCIDENTS IN 
NEW YORK 
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4.3 CALIFORNIA 

Problems with the computer files limited the data sorts that could be performed on the 
California information. The overall match rate of 5% was somewhat lower than that for 
New Jersey. An examination of the material released, however, seemed to indicate that 
California was similar to New Jersey in that a large portion of the reports were small oil 
spills. 

We manually compared the transporter name with those found in the OMC's interstate 
transporter file. Of the 1853 reports in the state files, 1310 had no transporter name. Of 
the remaining 543 state reports, only 194 or 35% had carrier names that could be matched 
with the OMC interstate list. Of these, 99 or 51% were reports of oil spills greater than 200 
gallons or non-oil material. Nine of the reports had matches in HMIS and the OMC list. 
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5. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

The comparisons attempted here were a difficult and time-consuming process. All 
conclusions must be tempered by the facts that much of the state/HMIS data is incompatible 
for the many reasons previously enumerated, and that the data sorts performed, whether by 
computer or manually, could b~ subject to error. (It was interesting to note that the results 
for California, done entirely by hand, were in basic agreement with those that used both 
computer and manual matching.) 

The HMIS database source is a written report submitted by the carrier 30 days after the 
incident. As such, it contains information that has been verified and confirmed for accuracy. 
DOTIRSPA also performs quality checks especially on sensitive fields such as deaths or 
injuries related to the release. Both New Jersey and New York reports are from immediate 
telephone notifications and, as such, can lack data or have inaccurate data that may be 
available in correct form only after a more complete investigation of the incident. 
California's reports are submitted in writing by emergency responders after the emergency 
situation has passed. It should be expected that they would contain more reliable 
information than the New Jersey or New York reports. The missing information on carriers 
and spillers in the California files previously mentioned is an indicator of the difficulty in 
obtaining reliable, accurate data immediately following an incident. 

The differences in reporting requirements that are discussed in this report between and 
among states and HMIS also complicate any attempt to compare data. After considerable 
effort, these differences could not be resolved and may not be, until a uniform reporting 
system is adopted (if justified) by the DOTIRSPA and the states. The cost-effectiveness of 
routine comparisons of HMIS with state data, based on this effort, has yet to be verified. 

The following conclusions can be drawn from the comparisons of hazardous material 
transportation release data for three states, New Jersey, New York and California, with that 
found for those states for the 1988 and 1989 time period in DOTIRSPA's HMIS. 

1. The raw match rate between the three states and HMIS varies from 5% in California 
to approximately 8.5% in New York and New Jersey. 

2. Although the states of New Jersey and California received more total reports than 
HMIS in the two years examined, it would appear that many of those were not 
reportable to DOT IRSP A because they were small oil spills from fuel tanks or 
vehicles involved in intrastate transport such as fuel loading and delivery. Tables 10 
and 11 summarize the results of an analysis to determine which state reports are 
"Federally reportable" incidents. The interstate carriers were identified from the 
OMC list. These tables assume that the OMC list is complete and that any highway 
release of gasoline or diesel less than 200 gallons is from vehicle fuel tanks or 
occurred during delivery to service stations (generally an intrastate operation). Only 
109 of the New Jersey reports, 37 of the New York reports, and 194 of the California 
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reports could be specifically identified as interstate using the OMC list. If the small 
spills (less than 200 gallons) of diesel fuel and gasoline were eliminated, only 165 
incident reports are left as potentially Federally reportable. (Many reports had to be 
eliminated from this comparison because the carrier/spiller name was missing in the 
state report.) 

3. HMIS received over twice as many non-oil spills as did New Jersey (383 versus 162) 
in the two-year time period. Although the match level is low (25 reports), it is 
evident that HMIS received 358 reports that the state did not, whereas the state 
received 137 reports that were not sent to HMIS. 

4. HMIS received more reports for New York (475) than did the state (266). The 
match rate of 8.4 % was approximately the same as for New Jersey. 

5. The number of oil and oil with other materials reported in the New York database 
(96) was only slightly more than that found for New York in HMIS (82). There were 
12 matches (14.6%). Only three of the state reports were diesel fuel or gasoline, the 
remaining being waste oil or oil contaminated with PCBs, etc. 

6. HMIS, with 393 reports, received nearly three times the number of non-oil reports 
than the state of New York, which received 133. Twenty-five of these reports could 
be found in both the state and HMIS databases. 

7. Only 37 of the N ew York reports could be identified with interstate carriers, and only 
two of these reports were for oil spills. Thirteen of the 37 reports were also found 
in HMIS. 

8. California had the lowest percentage of matches: 4.9%. Many of the California 
reports were for small oil spills. Of the 1853 reports, only 194 could be- identified 
with interstate carriers. Of these, 95 were small oil spills. Of the remaining 99, only 
nine matched with HMIS reports. 

9. The information in the HMIS database, as it is a written report sent in by the carrier, 
is more complete than the state notification data. This was especially evident when 
we tried to compare carrier/spiller names, which were often missing in the state data. 

This study has indicated that any comparison of HMIS to state data must be carefully 
performed to account for the differences in the reporting requirements and the quality of 
the data. Small oil spills that may be intrastate cargo or from fuel tanks (and not reportable 
to HMIS) appear to be a large fraction of some state databases and can contribute in large 
measure to an accurate comparison. We believe that New Jersey and California exemplify 
this problem. In the case of non-oil releases, it is evident that HMIS is receiving more 
reports than the states. The results of our examination suggest that while none of the four 
agencies we examined receive all the applicable notifications, any comparison must fully 
consider the reporting requirements and data quality of the systems under consideration or 
the results will be misleading and inconclusive. 
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If DOT IRSP A requires that all intrastate releases be reported to HMIS, the data here, 
especially that for New Jersey, indicate that the system would see significant increases in 
reports of small oil spills. As DOT IRSP A is now receiving more reports of non-oil products 
than the states, the increases for these would be less significant. 

We recommend that a machine readable California file be obtained, as well as incident data 
for a few other states with automated reporting systems, perhaps Pennsylvania and Colorado, 
to verify the results seen here .. For instance, California's database has a "mobile property­
type" field that would explain if the release was from the freight or the vehicle (i.e., fuel 
tanks) for all modes of transportation. In addition, further data sorts can be performed to 
better examine the reportable/nonreportable issue. Further sorts of New York reports could 
differentiate between releases from passenger and freight vehicles on the highway. 

The results shown here have indicated that states are receiving some reports that are 
required to be submitted to DOT IRSP A. The exact number is difficult to ascertain because 
of the difficulties, previously enumerated, in comparing state and Federal reports. 
DOT IRSP A may consider doing routine cross-checking with some of the larger state 
(California, New Jersey, New York and Texas) incident databases to identify significant 
incidents that should have been reported to HMIS, but were not. 

There is not enough information to determine why some HMIS-reportable incidents are not 
being reported. Detailed case studies of a few major incidents that were reported only to 
the states would help in clarifying this issue. Such case studies, however, are beyond the 
scope of this report. 
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HAZARDOUS MATERIALS INFORMATION SYSTEM (BMIS) REPORTING FORM 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
HAZAR!JOUS MATERIALS INCIDENT REPORT Form Approved OMS No. 2137·0039 

INSTRUCTIONS: Submit this report in duplicate to the Inform.tion Systems Manager, Office of Hazardous Materials Transportation. DHM-63. Research and 
Special Programs Administration, U.S. Department of Transportation, Washington, D.C. 20590. If space provided for any item is inadequate, complete that 
item under Section IX, keying to the entry number being completed. CoPies of this form, in limited quantities, may be obtained from the Information Sy,!ems 
M3nager. Office of Hazardous Materials Transportation. Additional copies in this prescribed format may be reproduced and used, if on the same size and kmd 
of paper. 

J. MODE. DATE, AND LOCATION OF INCIDENT 
1. MODE DFTRANSPORATION: o AIR o HIGHWAY o RAIL o WATER 0 OTHER 

2. DATE AND TIME OF INCIDENT 
(Use Military Time. e.g. 6:30am = 0830. Date: I / TIME: 
noon - 1200, 6pm - t800, midnight = 2400). 

3. LOCATION OF INCIDENT (Include airporl name in ROUTE/STREET if incident occurs al an airport.) 

CITY: STATE: 

COUNTY: ROUTEISTREET: 

II. DESCRIPTION OF CARRIER. COMPANY, OR INDIVIDUAL REPORTING .. FULL NAME 5 . ADDRESS (Principal place of business) 

6. LIST YOUR OMC MOTOR CARRIER CENSUS NUMBER, REPORTING RAILROAD ALPHABETIC 
CODE, MERCHANT VESSEL NAME AND 10 NUMBER OR OTHER REPORTING CODE OR NUMBER. 

III. SHIPMENT INFORMATION (From Shipping Paper or Packaging) 
7. SHIPPER NAME AND ADDRESS (Principal place of bUSiness) e. CONSIGNEE NAME AND ADDRESS ( Principal place 01 business) 

g. ORIGIN ADDRESS (If different from Shipper address) to. DESTINATION ADDRESS (If different from Consignee address) 

11. SHIPPING PAPERIWAYBILL IDENTIFICATION NO. 

IV. IiAZAROOUS MATERIAL(S) SPILLED (NOTE: REFERENCE49 CFR SECTION 172.101.1 

12. PROPER SHIPPING NAME 13. CHEMICALITRADE 'NAME 14. HAZARD CLASS 15. IDENTIFICATION NUMBER 
(e.g. UN 2764. NA 2020) 

16. IS MATERIAL A HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE? 
DYES o NO 17. WAS THE RQ MET? 0 YES o NO 

V. CONSEQUENCES OF INCIDENT. DUE TO THE HAZARDOUS MATERIAL 
1e. ESTIMATEO QUANTITY 19. FATALITIES 20. HOSPITALIZED 21. NON·HOSPITALIZED 

HAZARDOUS MATERIAL INJURIES INJURIES 
RELEASED (InClude 
units of measurement) 

22. NUMBER OF PEOPLE EVACUATED 

23. ESTIMATED DOLLAR AMOUNT OF LOSS AND/OR PROPERTY DAMAGE. INCLUDING COST OF DECONTAMINATION OR CLEANUP (Round olf in dollars) 
A. PRODUCT LOSS I B. CARRIER DAMAGE 

I 
C. PUBLIC/PRIVATE 

I 
D. DECONTAMINATION/ E. OTHER 

PROPERTY DAMAGE CLEANUP 

24. CONSEQUENCES ASSOCIATED WITH THE INCIDENT: 0 VAPOR (GAS) DISPERSION 0 MATERIAL ENTERED WATERWAY/SEWER 

o SPILLAGE o FIRE o EXPLOSION [] ENVIRONMENTAL DAMAGE 0 NONE o OTHER: 

VI. TRANSPORT ENVIRONMENT 

25. INDICATE TYPE(S) OF VEHICLE(S) INVOLVED: 0 CARGO TANK o VAN TRUCKrrRAILER 0 FLAT BED TRUCKrrRAILER 
o TANK CAR o RAILCAR o TOFC/COFC 0 AIRCRAFT 0 BARGE 0 SHIP o OTHER: 

26. TRANSPORTATION PHASE DURING WHICH INCIDENT OCCURRED OR WAS DISCOVERED: 

[] EN ROUTE BETWEEN ORIGIN/DESTINATION [] LOA!JING 0 UNLOADING 0 TEM?ORARY STORAGErrERMiNAL I 
27. LAND USE AT INCIDENT SiTE: 0 INDUSTRIAL [] COMII.ERCIAL [] RESIDENTIAL 0 .. GRICULTURAL o U-.:DEVELOPED 

28. COMMUN!TY iY?E AT SITE: 0 URSAN n SUSUReA.~ 0 RURAL -
29. V~'AS THE SPill THE RESULT OF A VEHICLE ACCIDENTfDERAILMENT? 0 YES o NO 

iF Y"S AND APPLICABLE. ANSWER PARTS A THRU C. 
t A. ESiiM':" TEe SPEED: I B. HiGHWAY TYPE: C. TOTAL NUMSER OF LANES: SPACE FOR OOT USE ONLY 

{ o DIVIDED!l!MITED ACC:;SS DONE o THREE 

[] U!l:DIVIDED o WiO o FOUR OR MORE 

FORM DOT F 5800.1 (R(!v.6:89)' SuperS-frOBS DOT F S8OO.1 P0!70) (9:1I7S) THIS FORM MAY BE REPRODUCED 
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HAZARDOUS MATERIALS INFORMATION SYSTEM (HMIS) REPORTING FORM 
(CONTINUED) 

VII. PACKAGlt':G INFORtl.A TION: :f the ~a:kage is overpack~d {=o~si=--...s c: $eve:-a! ?3ckages, e.g. gJ2SS jars within a ftberboard boxt begin with Column A 
for ir.for:":'i2-:ic:"l or. the i:i:"le:-:'!":o~ pc:kc2'::· 

I,EM I A I B I C 
30. TYPE OF PACK,L,.G!NG. Ir"C:"UL):NG INNER I ! 

RECEPi'A.C:..es le.9. S!&e! Cru!'l"i. !2:ik caf, i 
~1. CAPAC In' OR V~'EiGHT PER UNIT PACKAGE I ! 

(e.g. 55 C~!iOilS, 65 :t-s.) ! 
32. N;;II.BER OF FACKAGES OF SAME TYPE VlrllCH I I FA1LED IN 1:J:N7ICAL I.~"'NNE!'I 
~3. N:.JM5ER OF PACKAGES OF SAME TY?: !N I ; I 

SHIPMENi' i I 
34. P"'CK"'GE SPECIPICATION !DENTil'IC"'TION I i 

(e.p. :;)01 i7E. DOT 1C5A100. UN iAi or none) i 

35. ANY 07HER P"'CKAGING II."'RKINGS , 
I 

(e.g. STC. 19;'&-S5.e8. Yl."15~!S7) [ I 
36. N"'ME AND "'DDRESS. SYMBOL OR REGISTRATION I ! NUMBER OF FACKAGING MANU;:ACTU!'IER 

37. SERIAL NUMBER OF CYLINDERS, PORTABLE TANKS.! ! 
C"'RGO ''''''KS. 7ANK CARS I , 

38. TYPE OF LABELING OR PLACAR::JINCl AP?LIED i I 
39. I A. REGISTRATION I ! IF RECONDiTIONED NUMS!:R OR SYMBOL i 

OR REOUALIFIED i B. DATE OF L"'ST I i I , 
TEST OR INSPECTION I I , 

40. EXEMPTION:APPROVAlJCOII.PEiENT AUTHORITY I 
, 

I NUMBER. IF APPLICABLE (e.g. DOT E1C12) i I 
VIII. DESCRIPTION OF PACKAGING FAILURE: Check all a;:>piica~l< :>~x .. for !h< ;:>ackage(s) identified above. I: 

41.. ACTION CONTRIBUTING TO PACKAGING FAILURE ~2. OBJECT CAUSING FAILURE 

A .§. Q. A B Q. A .§. C 

I a. 0 0 0 TRANSPORT VEHICLE COLLISION j. 0 0 n CORRCSION a. D 0 6 OTHER FREIGHT 
b. 0 0 0 TRANSPORT VEHICL.E OVERTURN k. 0 0 [] METAL FATIGUE D. 0 0 0 FORKLIFT 
c. 0 0 0 OVERLOADING!OVERFILLING I. 0 0 0 FRICTIONfR~aBING c. 0 0 0 NAIUPROTRUSION 
d. 0 0 0 LOOSE FiiTINGS. vr,LvES m. 0 0 0 Fi=iE/HEAT 

I d. 0 0 0 OTHER TRANSPORT VEHICLE 
e. 0 0 0 DEFECTIVE FITTINGS. VALVES n. 0 0 0 FREEZING e. 0 0 o WATER/OTHER LIQUID 
f. 0 0 0 DROPPED o. 0 0 0 VENTING f. 0 0 o GROUND~LOOR~OADWAY 
g. 0 0 0 STRUCK/RAMMED p. 0 0 0 VANDALISM g. 0 0 o ROADSIDE OBSTACLE 
h. 0 0 0 IMPROPER LOADING q. 0 0 0 INCOMFATIBLE MATERIALS h. 0 0 o NONE 
I. 0 0 0 IMPROPER BLOCKING r. 0 0 0 OTHER I. 0 0 o OTHER 

43. HOW PACKAGE(S) FAILED ~4. PACKAGE AREA THAT FAILED 45. WHAT FAILED ON PACKAGE(S) 
A B Q. A B Q. A B Q. 

a. D D 0 PUNCTURED a. D 0 0 END, FORWARD a. D 0 0 BASIC PACKAGE MATERIAL 
b. 0 0 0 CRACKED b. 0 0 0 END,REAR b. 0 o . 0 FITTINGNALVE 

e. 0 0 0 BURSTIINTERNAL PRESSURE c. 0 0 0 SIDE, RIGHT e. 0 0 o CLOSURE 
d. 0 0 0 RIPPED d. 0 0 0 SIDE. LEFT d. 0 0 o CHIME 
e. 0 0 0 CRUSHED e. 0 0 0 TOP e. 0 0 o WELD/SEAM 
f. 0 0 0 RUBBED/ABRADE;) f. 0 0 0 BOTTOM f. 0 0 o HOSEIPIPING 
g. 0 0 0 RUPTURED g. 0 0 0 CENTER g. 0 0 o INNER LINER 
h. 0 0 0 OTHER h. 0 0 0 OTHER h. 0 0 o OTHER 

IX. DESCRIPTION OF EVENTS: Describe the sequence of events that led to incident, action taken at time discovered, and action taken to prevent future 
inci:;er.ts. Include any recommendetions to improve packaging, handling, or trans;:>onation of hazardous materials. Photogra;:>hs and diagrams should 
be submitted when necessary for clarification. ATTACH A COpy OF THE HAZARDOUS WASTE MANIFEST FOR INCIDENTS INVOLVING 
HAZARDOUS WASTE. Continue on additional sheets if n",,",sary. 

.. 

- - ,.. r-- , . - -- -- -r6. N"'ME 0, "'eR$·..!N "eS?ON$,BLE FO" P",:?ARING ":PO,,T 

~ 

, .... I ... __ 

tS. 7E:L.E?HONE NUME::R (~r€.a Co:e) 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY INCIDENT REPORTING FORM 

DEQ·023A 
4/89 New Jersey Oepartment 01 Environmental Protection 

OIY. of Environmental QUa~';;;-e~~)~~.o/tu9kcations & Support Services 

COMMUNICATIONS CENTER NOTIRCATION REPORT 

TO LOG # .... J --'--'---'--' 

CASENO.LU-LU-LU-I,_-':,...J..,......I...J 
(Yr) (Mo) (Day) (Timz) 

REC'D REVIEWED 

DATE (Mo) (Day) (Yr) 

BY __________________ ~. 

(lniliw) 

BY ________________________ _ 

NATURE OF INCIDENT: _'_Cltlzen NotifICation __ Munlc, NotifICation __ Facli. Nolffication __ Other Nolfficatlon 

INCIDENT REPORT BY: 

NarM Phone 

Str.et 

Municipality Stat. 

AffiliationlTiUe 

INCIDENT LOCATION: __ Transportation __ Facility __ Other 

Name (Site) Phone 

Street 

Municipality County State Zip Code 

Location Type: __ Residential __ lndus1rlal __ Rural __ Sensitive Population (Hosp~a1, School, Nursing Home) 

Date of Incident: Time: 
(Mo) (Day) (Yr) 

IDENTITY OF SUBSTANCE(S) SPILLED, RELEASE, ETC.: __ Known __ Suspected __ Unknown __ None 

Name of Substance(s): (Gas, Uquid, Solid) 

TCPA Chemical (ynoru) CAS Number 

Amount Release&Spllleci __ Actual __ Potential __ Estimated 

Substance Contained (Y/NlU) 

Type of Release/Spin: __ Termnatec __ Contin""us __ Intermittent 

Hazardous Material (YINIU) AltO Lener (YIN) I I I I I IT] 
COMUCODE REF CODE 

INCIDENT DESCRIPTION: 

__ Fire __ Explosion __ Air Rei __ SpR/ __ Abandoned Containers __ Illegal Dumping 

j ___ MVA __ Odors __ SmokeIDust __ Sewage __ NJPDES __ L.U.S.T. __ Wildl~e 

__ Equip. StartupiShutdown, Equip. FaiUUpset, etc. 
__ Other (Derailment, Ocean Dumping, Noise. etc.) 

Injuries (YINIU) Public Exposure (Y/N/U) 
Facility Evacuation (Y/NlU) Police at Scene (YINlU) 
Public EvecueUon (YINIU) Firemen at Scene (Y INIU) 
Contamination of __ Air __ Land __ Water Assistance Requested (YIN/U) 

Receiving Water Wind Direction/Speed I 

STATUS AT INCIDENT SCENE 

RESPONSIBLE PARTY: __ Known __ Suspected __ Unknown 

Company Name Phone 

Contact Trtle 

Street 

Municipality County State Zip Code 

OFACIALS NOTIAED (NamelTitle): 

NJSP I Phone OatelTime I _____ (TIM) 

Local Health I Phone Datemme I ____ (T/M) 

Local Munic. I Phone Oatemme I ___ (T/M) 

Other I Phone Oalemme I (TIM) 

INCIDENT REFERRED TO: 

_DEQ _DWR _DSWM _DHSM _DOH __ DFG _DPF _DC.! _DCR 

Region: __ Northern __ MelrO __ Central __ Southern __ ER1 __ ER2 

1. Name/Alfil I Phone D.tolT1me I ____ (T/M) 

2. Name/Affil I Phone Oatemme I _____ (T/M) 

3. Name/Affil I Phone Datemme I (TIM) 

COMMENTS. ________________________________________________________________________ _ 

COPIES: White· COntln. C<lIler r </low • uad Agency Pink· ASIO 
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STATE OF NEW YORK INCIDENT REPORTING FORM 

REGION __ 

NVSDEC INITIAL SPIll. RESPONSl FOAM 

SPIll. NUMBER 
SPlLNAME __________ . ____________ __ 

CALLER'S NAME: ____ , ______ _ 

CAUER'S AGENCy: ______________ _ 

CALLER'S PHONE: ( 

SPILL DATE: -'-'--
CENT OFF DATE: __ '_I __ 

REG OFF DATE: _,_, __ 

P(T!!9!.EUM sPtU.!p 

4·leFlJel 7 ow ... 011 

TIME: _____ hrs. 

TIME:_ hrs. 

TIME: hrs. 

,0 GaoIlne 
2·.2 Fvel 
3·." FIJeI 

5 • 0ieMI a . Non-PCS 011 
'0' Kerosene 
" • Unknown 

5 • .,.leI Fuel g • PCS Oil 
QUANTrrY: ___________ . _______ ~g~ 

----------------RESPONDER -----------------------NOTIFIER'S NAME: --------------------NOTIF1ER'S AGENCy: __________ _ 

NOTIFIER'S PHONE: ( 

ANS SVC DATE:_I_I_ TlME: ____ ,,'s. 
FIRST CAll.: A, R, CANS SVC OPER ____ _ 

SARA Title IIIICERCLA Notification Y' N 

MATJ!I!!AL CUM 

3 • io4UatOOU. Matarill 
4 • Rew Saw8Qe 

50 Unknown 

Amount Recov..-ed ____________ _ 

Oth., Mlt..-ial SPilled ____ . _____________________________________ __ 

SPILL LaCA TIOH 
PLACE: ________ . ______ _ 

STREET: _________ . ______ _ 

T 'CN _____________ _ CO: __ _ 

CONTACT: ___________ . ___________ _ 

PHONE: ( 

SNCAUSI 

, • ~man Error 5· Tank Test Failure 
2· Traffic .AccIdent 5· HOu_ .. ~"ng 
3 • Equipment Failure 7 • OeIiber.to 
" 0 "andali..... a 0 Abandoned Oru",a 

AQ9UIICI AmCIm 

9· Tank Failure 
'0· Tanl! Overfill 

" . 0lIl., 
120 Unknown 

SPILLER lit Qitt"'"tl 
NAME: ___________________________ _ 

STREET: _______________________________ __ 

CITY'STIZIP: ______________ _ 

CONTACT: _______________ _ 

PHONE: ( 

OTHER iNFO: ---------------------SN 5PeI 
, • Comm/lnduat 5· Gu SIMiOII 
2 0 Non-Commjlnat 5 • ~ V."ide 
3 • '-II\jOr Facility ~.IXX) gal 7 • Comm "."ide 
" • Non.Maj F.."lity 1 '00 gal a . rank r Nd< 

Ore NOT1FlED IY: 

g 0 _.111 o....lI,"g 
10·" ..... 
l' 0 ~Iroad CM 
12· Unkn...." 

1 . On Land 3 • Groundllfetet 5 • Air 
2 . In s.- " . s..t1aCe W.ter 

1 • Aesponlible F'arty 
2 0 A/fecIIIO F'tncna 

5 • Tank T_ g. L.oc* "Genc:v 
So DEC ,0 0 Fed ..... GoY'! 

II. Tank Comr_ 
C. O_p Con1rIClOr 
d. etMr. ConSUllallt' 

w.~ ________________________ __ 3 • PoliCe o.oanment 
4.Fi .. ~ent 

7. Citizen 
a . ""l1/1li Oec;lt. 

11 00lIl..-
I. F"et s..ppli« 

e. ______ _ 

~£M~~r.:: ____________________________________________ ___ 

PIN' T&A Cost Center 

Status: Active' Closed Env. Comolflte I I ISR to Central Office I ! 

Non·PIN Closed I , Last Insoection , I Penaltv YIN I InsDector 

Tank Test Failure ..:!....L!i. 'rank Size _______ Gal. Test Metr"locl ________________ Svt'...",i.nIIIYM 

Leak Rate GPH PBS' Tank I 0 "s Maftfokl YIN 

Clean..-: 1 • State' 2 • Spill ... 3 • Loal 4 . No Action Histpry I , 
UST Trust Eligible Y 'N I Site: ABC DIE· Resp. Party 1 2 3 4 5 e 

Regional Ccntact ________ --:- Central Duty Ofc' _________ EDO: YiN ____ QATA INPUT { I 
~ 10/OS/i2 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA INCIDENT REPORTING FORM 

CALIFORNIA HAZARDOUS MATERIAL INCIDENT REPORTING SYSTEM 

INSTRUCTION MANUAL 
Revised January 1991 

CALIFORNIA HAZARDOUS MATERIAL INCIDENT REPORT 
CHANGE 1 0 

OES1.91 DElEIl! 2 0 
AGeNCYNAUe I AGENCY'IDNO. I A ..... C't'INClDENTNO. I AOEHCYPHONENO. I O~STNT~LINO'1 A I I I I () -

B 
INCIDENT 

L~ JD~YI~ I TIllE II I I I :";PI.ETEO 
I DATE I M~ 

DAY YEAR 
DATE NOTIFIED I I I I ~:;'-~':m I I II 

C 
INCIDENT ADDRESS/LOCATION I arYlCOlIlIUNIIY I COUNTY '1 ZIP 

WEATHER (CHECK BEST DESCRIPTORlS) PROPERTY USE (USE COOES ON REVERSE) 

D 
'_ClEAR 5_f-WL.SI.EET 8_HIGHWINO 
3_RAIN '_ELECmICAL STORM ii_OTHER PROPERTY USE --- SURAOUNOtNO AREA ---"'_SNOW 7_FOG O_UNKNOWN 

ESTIMATED TEMPERATURE ___ (Oog.f) PROPERTY MANAGEMENT _FEDERAL _STATE _COUNTY _CITY _PAIVATE _UNKNOWN 

RElEASE FACTORS (CHECK BEST DEsCAl~ TYPE OF EQI/IPMENT INVOlVED MOBILE PROPERTY TYPE 

11_INTENTI0fW.N::.T 70_OPERATIONAL DEFICIENCY 10_HEATING SYSTEMS 10_PASSENGER VEI-VAOAO 
12_SUSPICIOUS ACT 71_COLUSIONIOVERTURN 3O_AIA CONOITION/REFRIG 2O_FREIGHT VEWROAD 

E 
3O_FAILURETOCONTAOLHAZMAT SO_NATURALCONCITION 77_CHeM PAOCESSING EOUIP 3D_RAIL TRANSPORT VEH 
31_ABA.NDONEO SM_F1RElEXPLOSION 78_WASTE RECOveRY EOUIP 4O_WATEA TRANS VESSEL 
,co_MISUSE OF HAZMAT 88_HO RELEASE 96_HAZMATTRANSFEA eoUIP 5O_AI~ TRANSPORT VEH 
50_MECHANICAL FAILURE W_OTHEA "7_VEHICl.UR FUEL SYSTEM SO_HEAVY EOUIP·INDUST/AGRI 
6O_0ESIGN. CONSTRUCTION. OO_UNOETERMINED "_NO EQUIP INVOLVI!D 98_NO MOBILE PROPERTY INVOLVED 

INSTAlLATION DEt:lClENCY OQ_OTWER "_OTHER 
OO_UNDETERMINED CO_UNDETERMINED 

ACTIONS TAKEN (CHECK BEST DESCRIPTORlS) 

3'_RESCUE. REMOVE FROM HARM 4~IO/ANAL YSIS OFHAZMAT 048_CONTAlfoLoCONTAOLHA2MAT 73_SHUT DOWN SYSTEM 

F ~EXT'RlCAnoN, DISENTANGlEMENT 43_EVACUATfON 61_CROWD CONTROL 82_SecURE PAOPERTY 
33_EMERGENCY MEOICM. SEAVlces 44_ESTABUSH SAFE AREA 62_TRAFFIC CONTROL 112....cREFER TO PROPER AUTHORITY 
35_SEARCH 4S_MONITOR 63_N0l1FY OTHER AGENCY i8--..:.NO ACTION TAKEN 
36_TRANSPORT 46_DECON-PEASONIEOUIP G4_PAOVIOE PU9UC INFO a7_HAZMAT RESPONSE. MATERIAL DETERMINED 
4'_REMOVE HAZARD (NEUTRAUZE) 47_DECON-AAEA (CLEANUP) 71_INVESTKlATE TO BE NONHAZARDOUS .. OTHER 

CMEWM:AL OR TRADE NAIIE (PRINT OR TYPE) 

1 ~::-I~~~~I::-------
PHYSICALSTATUTO"ED I PHYSICAl. STATE "ELEASED QUANTITY RELEASED ,_ ..... r"EHYIRONIIENTALCONTAMINATION I (1JSECODESONREVEASE) 

2--011. '_AlR 3_GROUND 
'_SOUO 2_UOUID 3_GAS '_SOUD 2_UQUID 3_QAS ------ 3_CU.1't. 2_WATER O_OTHER EXTENTOFRElEASE __ 

CONTAINER ~AIPTION (1JSEC~SONR~~~ I 
'_AXED '_INSULATEO CONTAINER CAPACITY '_Rls. 
2_PORTABLE 2_PRESSURIZED CONTAINER I lEVel OF I CONTAINER 

._. 
G 

3_"081LE 3_ARMOREO 'TYPE _ CONTAINER_ _ MATERIAL __ _____ 3_cu.fL-

atEilICAL OR l1IAOE NAME (PRINTOR TYPE) .. 

1 

DOT 10 NO. 1 ~~~RD I CAS NO. " 

---- - ---------
AfVSlCALsr .. TESTORED 1 PHYSICALSTATE RELEASED QUANTITY RELEASED '_I>L .1 EHVlRONIIEHTALCOHTAII'NATION 1 (USECOOESONREVERSEO 

2~ '_AIR 3_GROUND_ 
,_SOliD LUOUIO 3_GAS I SOUO 2_UOUID 3_GAS ------ 3_cu.1I. LWATER "_OTHER EXTeNT OF RELEASE __ 

CONTAINER DESCRlf'J'ION (lJSE CODES ON Fl£VERSE) I 
I_FIXED '_'NSUlATED CONTAINER CAPACIlV 1_bs. 
2_PORTABLE 2_PRESSURIZEO CONTAINER I lEVELOF ~I CONTAINER ~. 
3_"OIljLE 3_AAMOREO TYPE_ _ CONTAlNER_ _ IlATERlAL __ _____ 3_cu.1't. 

H III IIORETIIAN 2 SUBSTANCES INVOLVED? __ YES __ NO (UST ADOinoNAL INFORMATION ON REVERSE SIDE) 

SPECAI. 
,. A B C 0 .... B C 0 3. A B C ° 4. A B C ° 5. A B C ° 6. A B C ° I STUDIES LOCAL I STATE 

USE USE 

HAZMAT IDENTIACATION SOURCES (CHECK BESTOESCRIPTORlS) HAZIIAT CASUALTIES 

PERSONNEL REFERENCE IIATERIAL 
';_ON-SfTE FIRE SERVICES 21_ooT MANUAL NUMBER OF NUMBEAOF NUMBER OF 

J 2"_OFF-SITE FIRe SERVICES 23_MSOS DECONTAMINATED INUURlES FATALmES 
«)_C)N.SfTE NON-RRE SERVICES 24_Pl.ACARDSJSfGNS RESPONDING 
6O_OFF-SITE NON·FIRE SERVICES 2S_PRIVATE INFO SOURCE AGENCY PERSONNEL ---- ---- ----
54_OiEMIST 2'6_COMPUTERSOFTWARE 

OTHERS 58_TOX CENTER :! ~I:~~~~~~~TERIAL USED 
~--- ---- ----Sg_CHEMlREC .. OTHER .. OTHER 

VEHICLE IlAKEIYEA" I VEHICLE LICENSE NO. I STATE I V9t1CLE ID NO. (YIN) CAlOOTIPUClICC NO. I COMPANY NAME 

K I I I I I 
REPOATlNQ OFFICER HAMEIIO NO. (PRINT OR TYPE) I DATE 

I 
COIIIIENTS ON BACK? 

L _YES _NO 
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APPENDIXB 

STATE ORGANIZATIONS AND INDIVIDUALS CONTACTED 
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STATE ORGANIZATIONS AND INDIVIDUALS CONTACTED 

THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
New Jersey Hazardous Material Spill Incident Notification System 

Mike Tompkins 
Department of Environmental Protection 
Division of Environmental Quality 
Third Floor 
Nine Ewing Street 
Trenton, New Jersey 08625 
(609)633-0898 or (609)633-2930 

THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
New York State Spill Information System 

Dick Schowe 
Bureau of Spill Prevention and Response 
Room 300 
50 Wolf Road 
Albany, New York 12223 
(518)457-2462 or (518)457-0721 

THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
California Hazardous Material Incident Reporting System (CHMIRS) 

Dennis Strobel 
Office of Emergency ServicesJHAZMA T 
2800 Meadowview Road 
Sacramento, California 95832 
(916)262-1750 

B-3 




