NTHMP IMPROMPTU COORDINATING COMMITTEE MEETING
August 20, 2013 Location: Pacific Marine Environmental Lab, Seattle, WA

Attendees:

Angove, Mike NWS HQ (invited)

Biasco, Tamra FEMA Region 10

Camacho, Juan CNMI-Saipan

Devaris, Aimee NWS Alaska Region & NTHMP Chair
Grilli, Stephan Univ. of RI

Horrillo, Juan Texas A&M Galveston
Huerfano, Victor Univ. of PR Mayaguez

Kirby, Jim Univ. of Delaware

Lopes, Rocky NWS HQ (invited/note-taker)
Miller, Kevin CALOES

Nicolsky, Dmitry Univ. of Alaska-Fairbanks
Petty, Erv Alaska HSEM

Priest, George Oregon DOGAMI
Richards, Kevin Hawaii Civil Defense
Walsh, Tim Washington GS
Whitmore, Paul NWS WC/ATWC
Williams, Charles Alabama EM

Wilson, Rick Cal GS

Aimee Devaris called the meeting to order at 4:05pm PT.

Three things to discuss but not make formal decisions today due to short notice and
not all CC members being present. These items will be included on the NTHMP CC
meeting agenda for September 17 at 3pm ET.

Consider changes to NTHMP Rules of Procedure:

1. Membership of Coordinating Committee. Current NTHMP CC members are from:
AK, HI, WA, OR, CA, Gulf of Mexico States, East Coast States, USVI, and PR with
2 members representing 3 Pacific Islands.

Issue being presented is “are we being fair regarding participation by the Pacific
Islands?”

Kevin Richards added that he has been serving as the Pacific Caucus leader. By
involving them at this level, it will serve two purposes: 1) get them more
involved; 2) justice — if we do it for one group of islands (Caribbean) then we
should do it for all islands.



Charles said that the NTHMP should support CC participation based on risk.
Clearly the Pacific Islands have some tsunami risk.

Stephan Grilli brought up that there is work being done to determine national
tsunami risk. Paula Dunbar is doing the number-crunching on the number of
tsunami deaths, injuries, and damage. Also tsunami sources are being included
for the Assessment. Perhaps should we wait to decide this matter when the
National Tsunami Assessment is released (anticipated January, 2014) and its
results can be considered?

Aimee: will use the Assessment to drive the decision. This will be brought up for
a vote, but not until the Assessment is released and its data can be considered.

2. Subcommittee members — can they observe CC meetings? Are CC meetings to
be exclusive?

Tim Walsh: that was past practice, but not for any other reason.

Grilli: consider allowing subcommittee members to observe CC meetings when
they occur in person, but not on conference calls.

Biasco: allow subcommittee Co-Chairs who are not CC members to observe CC
conference calls. Rick agreed.

Aimee approved: Subcommittee co-chairs who are not CC members will be
invited to observe CC conference calls from now on and should be added to
email distribution list.

3. Where will location for NTHMP Annual Meeting be?

Let’s consider — AMS meeting will be February 2 — 6, 2014. Aimee must attend
that meeting, so she would prefer the NTHMP meeting not conflict with it.

We should settle on dates/location at the next CC meeting. Would be a good
idea to be at a NOAA (or Federal) facility since group travel approval is so
difficult when hotel expenses for meeting rooms must be considered.

Send suggestions to Aimee.

Paul suggested that for grant review process, January would be the best month
to meet.

Meeting ended at 4:30pm PT.



