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Final Comments on Spill Settlement Due April 18

Public comments on the proposed sett'~ment agreement between the United States,
the State of Alaska, and Exxon Corp. must be1.ceived by April 18, 1991. Written comments
wuncerning the settlement are to be submitted to Thomas A. Campbell, General Counsel of
NOAA, U.S. Department of Commerce, Room 5816, Washington, D.C. 20230, and to Barbara
Herman, Attorney General's Office, State of Alaska, 1031 West 4th Avenue, Suite 200,
Anchorage, AK 99501.

The proposed settlement was published in the Federal Register of Tuesday, March 19,
1991. Copies of the settlement may be obtained from any library which subscribes to the
Federal Register, from the U.S. Justice Department Oil Spill Information Center, 645 G Street,
Anchorage, AK 99501 or from the ADEC Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Public Information Office,
4241 B Street, Suite 304, Anchorage, AK 99503, 907/563-1126.
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State Approves Bioremediation for 1991 Cleanup Season

ANCHORAGE— Stateof Alaska
officials have approved use of
fertilizers in the 1991 cleanup sea-
sontoassist microbial breakdown
of oilremaining on beaches fouled
by the Exxon Valdez oil spill of
two years ago.

Based on recommendations
from staff of the DEC office moni-
toring Exxon Valdez spill
response work, John Sandor,
Commissioner of the Alaska De-
partment of Environmental
Conservation, approved use of
thefertilizers during the 1991 field
season in a March 5 letter to
RADM David E. Ciancaglini, the
Federal On Scene Coordinator.

The state grants approval for
use of the fertilizers Inipol EAP
22 and Customblen, contingent
on the same application rates,
delivery systems, and operationai
guidelines asduring the 1990 sea-
son, Sandor said. State officials
asked Admiral Ciancaglini to re-
quest updated operating
guidelines from Exxon, allowing
five working days for review and
comment from stateagendies, said
Ernie Piper, the State On Scene
Coordinator.

The decision followed techni-
cal meetings on Feb. 19-22, when
researchers and government offi-
cials reviewed data on the use of
fertilizers to remove o0il remain-
ing in Alaska shorelines.

Final approval for use of any

chemicals will come through the
Regional Response Team, a fed-
eral and state interagency
committee which by law must be
involved in response to spills of
any hazardous substance or ap-
plication of chemicals in the
environment, state officials said.

“Generally, my staff and other
independent scientists agree
that adding fertilizers to the
beaches increases the numbers
of microbes that degrade oil,”
Ernie Piper
ADEC.

The State of Alaska and the En-
vironmental Protection Agency
both hold veto rights on the RRT
regarding use of chemicals in a
spill response. The group has
conferred on a number of deci-
sions regarding treatment of
shorelines oiled after the March
24,1989 incident when the Exxon
Valdez hit Bligh Reef in Prince
William Sound and spilled 10.8
million gallons of crude oil.

“Generally, my staff and other
independent scientists agree that
adding fertilizers to the beaches
increases the numbers of microbes
thatdegradeoil,” said Ernie Piper,

State On Scene Coordinator.
However, Piper pointed out that
there are enough gaps in the
available data that “weshould be
cautious and judicious in our use
of the chemicals.”

The scientists at the conference
were unable to come to a consen-
sus about the rate at which
bioremediation speeds up natu-
ral degradation of oil, but they
did agree that fertilizers are
speeding things up, Piper said.

“Bioremediation appears to be
a useful addition to our cleanup
toolbox, but I would caution
members of the cleanup commu-
nity and the public against
becoming too giddy about the
ability of the bugs to solvea prob-
lem of this size and complexity,”
Piper said in a memo to Commis-
sioner Sandor.

There are too many questions
left unanswered when scientists
try toapplyinformation gathered
in carefully controlled laboratory
experiments to what actually
happens on a beach in Prince
William Sound or the Gulf of
Alaska, Piper said.

“We’ve got an open, dynamic
marine system with a wide and
changing set of ecological
variables,” which will not ever
exactly equate with a laboratory
setting, he said.
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New Reports:
NOAA Technical Memorandum NMFS FINWC-191:Survey =~ Water Quality in Prince William Sound and the Gulf of

of Subsistence Fish and Shelfish for Exposure to Oil
Spilled from the Exxon Valdez; First Year: 1989, Usha
Varanasi, et al., National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration/National Marine Fisheries Service,
December 1990. This document isavailable through
the National Technical Information Service, U.S.
Department of Commerce, 5285 Port Royal Road,
Springfield, VA 22161.

Valdez Oil Spill Technology: 1989 Operations, Exxon

Production Research Company, 1990. Copies are
available from ExxonPublic Relations, Attn: Karsten
Rodvik, P.O. Box 240409, Anchorage, AK 99524-
0409.

The 1989 Exxon Valdez Cultural Resource Program, Charles

M. Mobley, et. al., Exxon Shipping Company and
Exxon Company, USA., 1990. Copies are available
from Exxon Public Relations, Attn: Karsten Rodvik,
P.O. Box 240409, Anchorage, AK 99524-0409.
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Alaska, Jeff M. Neff, Arthur D. Little, March 1991.
Copies can be obtained by writing Arthur D. Little,
20 Acorn Park, Cambridge, MA 02140-2390.

Lessons of the Exxon Valdez, Rick Steiner, et. al., Alaska
Sea Grant College Program, University of Alaska
Fairbanks, 1990. Copiesavailable for $4 from Alaska
Sea Grant College Program, UAF, 138 Irving II,
Fairbanks, AK 99775-5040.

Oil In the Ocean: The Short- and Long-Term Impacts of a
Spill, James E. Mielke, Congressional Research
Service, July 24, 1990, CRS Report #90-356. Copies
may be obtained from rom the Federal Oil Spill
Public Information Center, 645 G. Street, Anchorage,
AK 99501,907/278-8008, or from Senator Ted Stevens
office, 222 W 7th Ave., #2, Anchorage, AK 99513.

Proceedings: 1991 International Oil Spill Conference,
sponsored by the U.S. Coast Guard, American
Petroleum Institute, and the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency. Copies of the entire Conference
Proceedings may be purchased for $65 by writing:
1991 International Oil Spill Conference, 655 15th St.,
NW, Suite 300, Washington, D.C. 20005.

EPA Region | Operations Officer

ATTN: Exxon Valdez Spill Coordinator
222 W. 7th Ave

Anchorage, AK 99513-7588
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NOAA Survey Finds Subsurface Oil Remains

ANCHORAGE — Surveys last month of a few
heavily oiled beaches in Prince William Sound
show little change in condition since the oil first hit
the beaches, federal scientists said. There is also
evidence that the beaches are recovering from
bulldozer work last year, according to National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
contractors.

The surveys were part of an ongoing study on the
effects of the Exxon Valdez oil spill of March 24,
1989, said Joe Talbot of NOAA.

“This was a snapshot look at the conditions this
winter,” Talbot said. The survey results will be
compared with similar data collected last year and
compiled with other information into a report
scheduled for distribution around the firstof March.

The degree of oiling remaining on the shorelines
isvery differentin 1991, said Ernie Piper, the state's
spill coordinator. Five months after the spill
occurred in 1989, shoreline surveys of all affected
regions determined that 108 miles of shoreline were
heavily oiled, 108 miles were moderately oiled and
288 were lightly oiled. Surveys of the same regions
in August 1990 showed 4.4 miles remained heavily
oiled, 9.1 miles moderately oiled, and 14.3 miles
lightly oiled. Piper said shoreline that is still
heavily oiled will be the last big cleanup problem to
deal with in 1991.

Though most locations show significant
improvement, some remain almostas heavily oiled
as they were in September of 1989 when the NOAA
group began their periodic surveys, said Jacqueline
Michel of Research Planning, Inc. Michel and
Miles Hayes, who were in charge of the survey, are
well-known oil spill geomorphologists who have
worked as science contractors for NOAA on oil
spills for years, Talbot said.

The survey group visited 22 locations in Prince
William Sound on the U.S. Coast Guard Cutter

Sweetbriar during the week of Jan. 19-25. They
revisited mostof 18sitesNOAAhasb.  nmonitoring
since 1989, and also looked at so e additional
beaches where the sometimes controversial
treatment method called storm berm relocation
was used during the 1990 cleanup season.

Ateachlocation surveyed, thescientists measured
physical changes in beach topography, dug trenches, .
collected samples and estimated the amount of
surface and subsurface oil remaining.

Michel reported at a briefing on January 26 that
some sites seem to have changed little in the almost
two years since thespill occurred and have notbeen
disturbed at all by winter storms. One area on Pt.
Helen at the southern tip of Knight Island still
showed 100% oil coverage on the surfaceand heavy
oiling throughout a 42 centimeter (about 18 inch)
trench, Michel said.

Atanothersu reysitein Sleepy Bay on Latouche
Island, erosioi of the beach surface exposed
sediments whicn still held heavy concentrations of
sticky oil.

“There’s so much oil (at that site) that we can’t
differentiate chemically between weathered and
unweathered oi ” Michel said. “It overwhelms the
analysis.” Debra Simecek-Beatty, a1 therscientist
on the trip, reported a heavy fuel oil-like smell at
that location. Simecek-Beatty said that the oil was
very soft and pliable. “It goes right down. It's not

See NOAA Survey, Page 3

INSIDE:

Bioremediation meetings, } ge 2
Spring shoreline survey, page 2
Chronicle index available, page 3
Two new books, page 3
Calendar of events, page 4
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Bioremediation o~ o Spring Shoreline
3 ereno o ac (0]
Meetings e Assessment Set

Officials working on the Exxon
Valdezoil spill planmeetings next
week to answer questions and
review new information
regarding the use of
bioremediation as a cleanup tool.

Spill officials from the State of
Alaska, U.S. Coast Guard,
National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration,
and Exxon are expected to meet
Feb. 19-22 with bioremediation
specialists from the
Environmental  Protection
Agency in Las Vegas, where EPA
has a major laboratory facility.

These meetings were originally
scheduled for the last week of
January, which is why Alaskan
agencies said the state’s decision
on bioremediation would be
released on February 1. Since
EPArescheduled the meetings to
February, state officials have
moved the date for their decision
to early March, said Ernie Piper,
the state’s spill coordinator.

“As before, approval for use of
fertilizers to speed the
degradation of oil on the beaches
will come through the Regional
Response Team,” Piper said,
referring to the group of stateand
federal agency representatives
which have jurisdiction through
federal statutes over any
hazardous substance spills or
application of chemicals in the
environment. The State of Alaska
casts a deciding vote in the RRT,
Piper said.

“We'renot going back tosquare
one,” Piper said. “We’velearned
alotaboutbioremediation. We're
justmaking sureit's useful under

square one. We've
learned a lot about
bioremediation. We're
just making sure it's
useful under ..1e changed
oiling conditions we’re
encountering now, two
years after the spill."

Ernie Piper

State On Scene

Coordinator
|

the changed oiling conditions
we’re encountering now, two
years after the spill,” Piper said.

Many beaches fouled by the
Exxon Valdezoil spill of two years
ago are much improved due to
cleanup work or to the washing
actionof storms 1d tides. Where
oil remains on e beaches it is
often in a highly weathered state
resembling asphaltor tar. In some
locations the oil is now below the
surface, and is still liquid and
largely unchanged from 1989,
officials said.

Attendees at the meetings are
expected to hear results of new
and ongoingresearch, Piper said.
The group plans to examine
assumptionsmadebased on prior
information and decideif policies
and practicies need to be revised.
Attending for the State of Alaska
will be representatives from the
Departments of Environmental
Conservation, Fish and Game,
and Natural Resources. A Prince
William Sound community
representative is also expected to
participate in the meetings.

The fourth major program to
assess the conditions of oiled
shorelines is scheduled to begin

on April 26, officials said.
Teams of specialists from the
Alaska  Departments  of

Environmental Conservation,
Fish and Game, and Natural
Resources, National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration,
U.S. Coast Guard, and Exxon will
joinrepresentatives from theland
owners and local communities to
examine hundreds of shoreline
segmentsin Prince William Sound
and the Gulf of Alaska.

The groups will look for
changes in oiling due to winter
storm action and make
recommendations on treatment
methods and plans to remove oil
remaining in the shorelines from
the Exxon Valdez oil spill two
years ago.

The 1991 MAYSAP - May
Shoreline Assessment Program -
follows in the steps of the ASAP
- August Shoreline Assessment
Program and the SSAT - Spring
Shoreline Assessment Program,
both conducted in 1990.

Only State of Alaska agencies
were involved in the first
comprehensive surveys of oiled
beaches, which took place in fall
1989 and were dubbed the
Walkathon by DEC shoreline
monitors.

Training sessions for the
surveyors are scheduled to begin
April 22 in Anchorage.

P o
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Papers on wildlife effects of the Exxon Valdez oil spill
Alimited number of papers havebeen published PIATT,JohnF.,Calvin]. Lensink, WilliamButler,

recently on the rescue and rehabilitation efforts
and effects on wildlife following the Exxon
Valdez oil spill of March 24, 1989. This is a
partial listing, with sources for reprintsif known.

DAVIS, Randall W., Advances in Rehabilitating
Oiled Sea Otters: The Valdez Experience.
Presented at a special symposium “The
Effects of Oil on Wildlife” held in conjunction
with The 13th Annual Conference of the
International Wildlife Rehabilitation
Council, Herndon, VA October 17-18, 1990.
Copies may be obtained by writing
International Wildlife Research, 2661
Concord Circle, League City, TX 77573.

GIBSON, Marjorie J. & Jan White. Results of the
Eagle Capture, Health Assessment, and Short-
term Rehabilitation Program Following the
Valdez Oil Spill. Presented at the “Effects of
Oil On Wildlife” symposium. Copies may
be obtained by writing International Bird
Rescue Research Center, 699 Potter Street,
Berkeley, CA 94710.

Marshal Kendziorek, and David R.
Nysewander. Immediate Impact of the “Exxon
Valdez” Oil Spill on Marine Birds. The Auk,
Vol. 107, No.2, April 1990. Copies may be
obtained by writing John Piatt, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, 1011 East Tudor Road,
Anchorage, AK 99503.

WILLIAMS, Terrie M. and Randall W. Davis,

Eds. Sea Otter Rehabilitation Program: 1989
Exxon Valdez Oil Spill. Published in July 1990.
Copies may be obtained by writing Tammy
Thomas, International Wildlife Research,
Calais II, Suite 300, Anchorage, AK 99502 or
calling 907 / 564-3254.

WILLIAMS, Terrie M. Evaluating the Long Term

Effects of Crude Oil Exposure in Sea Otters:
Laboratory and Field Observations. Presented
at the “Effects of Oil onWildlife” symposium.
Copies may be obtained by writing
International Wildlife Research, 2661
Concord Circle, League City, TX 77573.

Wildlife, from page 1
Six of the adult otters

and other marine life.

captured early in the spill went
to the Vancouver Aquariumin
the middle of April, 1989, said
Gilbey Hewlett of the
Vancouver sea mammal staff.
Two of them died within a
couple of days, and the
surviving four weremonitored
round the clock for the rest of
the summer, Hewlett said.
“Some of them had a very
serious anemia problem, and
in fact we almost lost another
one,” he said. Slowly the
anemia problem corrected
itself,and the animalsred blood
cell count is back to normal

now, Hewlett said.

In August 1989 the
Vancouver group alsoaccepted
twoof the orphaned pups from
Alaska. These six otters, two
males and four females, are
now part of the sea otter
program at the Vancouver
Aquarium, which has had
otters for educational and
research purposes since 1972.
There is a display about the
Exxon Valdez oil spill at the
otter enclosure, and staff give
periodic talks to some of the
million annual visitors at the
aquarium, explainingthelethal
effects of crude oil on otters

In February 1990 three otter
pups were sent to the Umino
Nakamichi aquarium in
Fukuoka, Japan. The three
pups, two females who have
been named Kiki and Asuka
(AlaskainJapanese),and amale
named Nick, are in a glass-
enclosed display area with
informative signs, said Mr.
Hiruta of the aquarium. He
said the otters’ favorite food is
Uchi Murasaki, a large bivalve
similar toGeoduckclams. They
also thrive on squid, shrimp,
and crab, he said.

See Wildlife, Page 3
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Wildlife Still In Captivity

At least 22 otters and 5 bald eagles injured or
orphaned following the Exxon Valdez oil spill
remain in the care of wildlife centers, aquariums
and zoos in the U.S., Canada, and Japan, said
U.S. Fish and Wildlife officials.

Some of the otters and bald eagles cleaned
after the March 1989 oil spill could notbereleased
to the wild again because of injuries which
madeit unlikely they could fend for themselves,
or in the case of orphaned or abandoned otter
pups, because they did not have the survival
training their mothers would have provided.
Jody Gruber of the USF&WS provided an
accounting of where the animals are now.

Sea Otters

Little more than a week after the spill, six adult
sea otters were sent to Sea World in San Diego
for intensive care and laboratory evaluation.
En route to San Diego, one of the six died, and
within a few days four more had succumbed to
liver damage resulting from ingestion of the
crude oil.

Theoneremainingotter from thatearly group,
“Katie,” remains at Sea World along with three
pups and five adults sent later in 1989. Today
the otter exhibit at Sea World is a lively place,
said Jim McBane, Sea Worlds’ senior
veterinarian.

One of the otters from Valdez gave birth to a
female pup in May 1990, and another was born
onJan.8,1991, of the otter named “Kim” by staff
at the Valdez rescue center.

Two otter experts from Shedd Aquarium in
Chicago aquarium went to Valdez and assisted
with the rehabilitation efforts. At the end of
their stay, Terri Williams, director of the Valdez

otter rehabilitation center, asked Jim Robinett,
curator of marinemammals at Shedd, howmany
otters he’d like to take back to Chicago. At first
he thought she was kidding because he knew
the rehabilitated otters would be released back
into the Sound. It turned out she was talking
about the orphaned or abandoned otter pups
that were healthy, but lacked the skills their
mothers would have taught them and had slim
chances of survival in the wild.

Today the four otter pups Robinett took back
toChicago are athomein alarge pool, part of an
informational display about sea otters and the
effecis of oil spills, said Ken Ramirez, assistant
curator of marine mammals. Oneof eotters,
Chenik, was picked up as a tiny pup,
unconscious and nearly dead. His life was
saved through the efforts of the crew of the boat
that found him, Ramirez said. Chenik continues
to suffer complications from his ordeal,
including occasional seizures.

The Shedd Aquarium is in the middle of an
ambitious building program to develop a new
Oceanarium. Theottersrescued from the Exxon
Valdez oil spill will be a major part of the
exhibition, said Ramirez.

See Wildl : Page?2
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Six of the adult otters
captured early in the spill went
to the Vancouver Aquarium in
the middle of April, 1989, said
Gilbey Hewlett of the
Vancouver sea mammal staff.
Two of them died within a
couple of days, and the
surviving four weremonitored
round the clock for the rest of
the summer, Hewlett said.

“Some of them had a very
serious anemia problem, and
in fact we almost lost another
one,” he said. Slowly the
anemia problem corrected
itself, and the animals red blood
cell count is back to normal

now, Hewlett said.

In August 1989 the
Vancouver groupalsoaccepted
two of the orphaned pups from
Alaska. These six otters, two
males and four females, are
now part of the sea otter
program at the Vancouver
Aquarium, which has had
otters for educational and
research purposes since 1972.
There is a display about the
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otter enclosure, and staff give
periodic talks to some of the
million annual visitors at the
aquarium, explaining thelethal
effects of crude oil on otters

and other marine life.

In February 1990 three otter
pups were sent to the Umino
Nakamichi aquarium in
Fukuoka, Japan. The three
pups, two females who have
been named Kiki and Asuka
(AlaskainJapanese),and amale
named Nick, are in a glass-
enclosed display area with
informative signs, said Mr.
Hiruta of the aquarium. He
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Uchi Murasaki, a large bivalve
similar toGeoduckclams. They
also thrive on squid, shrimp,
and crab, he said.

See Wildlife, Page 3
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Public Comment Period Extended
The period for written comments to the state’s 1991 Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Response Plan has
been extended to February 15, state officials said.

Workshops to take public comment on the plan are scheduled for the communities in Prince
William Sound and the Gulf of Alaska most affected by the oil spill. The plan lays out the
state’s expectations for the third year of cleanup, State On Scene Coordinator Ernie Piper said.
It will be followed by site-specific work plans to be developed after the May interagency
shoreline assessment program.

A schedule of the community meetings is below. To receive a copy of the 1991 plan contact
L.J. Evans, ADEC QOil Spill Response Center, 4241 B Street, Suite 304, Anchorage, AK 99503,
or telephone 907 /563-1126. Written comments on the plan should besent to the same address.

Public Meeting Schedule
Jan. 29......Homer, 7 p.m., Homer Senior Feb.4....... Cordova, 7 p.m., Public Library
Center Meeting Room
Jan. 30...... g 1e;%lddqvia, 2 p.m., Community Feb.6....... Chenega, Noon, Community Hall
in
. 8 . Feb. 6....... Whittier, 5 p.m., Begich Tower
Jan. 30......Kenai, 7 p.m., Kenai Borough Hameowners Lounge, 15th Floor
Assembly Chambers
. F--.6 diak, 7 p.m., Kodiak Island
Jan. 31......Seward, 7 p.m., Council Chambers ~-~ugh Assembly Chambers
Feb4........ Tatitlek, 1 p.m., Community Center Feb. horage, ; p.m., ADEC
—-.-nValdez Oil Spill Response
feb.4....... Valdez, 7 p.mi., Civic Ce—*- - -‘er, 4241 B. St.

OIL SPILL CHRONICLE
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Department of Environmental Conservation
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SUBSISTENCE REPORT SHOWS DECLINE IN HARVESTS

ANCHORAGE -- Residents of 15 native
villages who live on foods harvested from
the ocean lost confidence in their traditional
subsistence foods following the Exxon
Valdez oil spill of March 1989, according to
a report released last week by the Alaska
Department of Fish and Game.

More than 50 percent of the respondents
directly attributed the March 1989 spill as
the cause of the decline in subsistence food
gathering that year. Fear of contamination
of the food by oil was the most commonly
cited reason, said Jim Fall of the Fish and
Game Division of Subsistence.

In Prince William Sound, the area most
directly affected by the spill, 88 percent of
the households interviewed cited fear of
contamination as the main reason for lower
harvests. Other major reasons cited for the
decline were time spent on oil spill
cleanup - at least 18 percent of all the
households - which kept the villagers from
spending time on their normal food gather-
ing tasks. And a number of respondents
reported their perception that tewer animais
were available for hunting because of spill
induced mortalities.

“Levels of subsistence use do go up and
down from year to year, but you wouldn’t
expect this level of decline in so many
villages," said Fall. He presented a paper
entitled Subsistence After the Spill: Uses of
Fish and Wildlife in Alaska Native Villages
and the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill at the annual
meeting of the American Anthropological
Association on Nov. 28.

More than 400 households in 15 com-
munities were included in the study.
Villagers participated from Tatitlek and
Chenega Bay in Prince William Sound;
English Bay and Port Graham along lower
Cook Inlet; Akhiok, Karluk, Larsen Bay, Old
Harbor, Ouzinkie, and Port Lions in the
Kodiak Island Borough; and Chignik,
Chignik Lagoon, Chignik Lake, lvanof Bay,
and Perryville on the Alaska Peninsula. The
subsistence division had conducted
baseline research on subsistence in all of
these communities in years prior to the
grounding of the Exxon Valdez.

"We tried very hard to be sure there was
village review. The study format was ap-
proved by representatives of every village
council before the study began," Fall said.

Traditional subsistence foods for all of
the communities in the study include a
number of marine animals and plants. The
largest volume of food is usually from the
five species of salmon which thrive in the
North Pacific: king, red, pink, chum and
silver. In addition, depending on availability
in their region, the villagers hunt for birds,
marine mammals, deer, moose, or bear,
catch other species of fish, and collect
clams, mussels, other marine invertebrates,
and marine plants such as kelp. Most
residents of these villages depend on these
natural sources for a large percentage of
their diet, Fall said.

Though the overall study gathered infor-
mation on other related topics, Fall's report
focuses on the quantity and composition of
subsistence harvests in the year after the
spill, differences between 1989 and har-
vests in other years, and the reasons for
the changes that occurred. Information on
the other parts of the study will be released
as a series of more lengthy and detailed
reports which will be distributed by Fish and
Game in coming months.

The relative decline in subsistence har-
vests in the year following the spill seemed
to be related in part to the distance be-
tween the community and the source of the
oil, Fall said. Communities that reported
increases in harvests were the furthest
away of all. In Prince William Sound,
villagers reported harvests that were almost
59 percent lower in 1989 than their aver-
ages for previous years in the 1980’s. The
harvest in lower Cook Inlet communities
declined by 48 percent in English Bay and
44 percent in Port Graham. Every Kodiak
community also reported lower harvests in
1989, ranging from 78 percent lower in
Ouzinkie to 20 percent lower at Akhiok. On
the Alaska Peninsula, small declines in har-
vests occurred in two villages, Chignik
Lagoon - ten percent lower, and Perryville -

See SUBSISTENCE, Page 3
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in areas identified as traditional by the
villagers. Based on these studies, the
state’s section of Epidemiology issued a
health bulletin on Sept. 22, 1989 which
states in part that:
‘Results of studies to date, combined with
available scientific knowledge, provide

powerful evidence that Alaskan finfish are and
will continue to be safe to eat.”

The bulletin also reported that crabs,
clams, and mussels collected on heavily-
oiled beaches showed high levels of aro-
matic hydrocarbons and should not be
eaten. Representatives of state and federal
agencies, native organizations and Exxon
travelled to the villages to discuss with the
villagers what was safe to eat and what was
not, but into the second year of the spill the
villagers continued to have doubts about the
safety of the foods.
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‘| don’t want to eat off the beach since |
seen all the oil," one respondent from
Chenega Bay reported in April, 1990.

"The oil spill screwed everything up and
people were scared to eat anything out of
the ocean," a villager from Ouzinkie said in
January, 1990.

“Responding with caution after observing
such signs (of oil) is culturally appropriate in
communities of hunters and fishermen,
where careful observation of the environ-
ment is a basis of survival," Fall said.

"The oil was something new that the
villager’s previous experience could not
explain. A full recovery from the spill is un-
likely until people can once again place
confidence in their own abilities to interpret
and understand their environment.”

PUBLIC BRIEFING SCHEDULED

The Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Operations Steering Committee meeting scheduled to take place
in Juneau on Dec. 11 is a work session with the U.S. Coast Guard, Exxon, and Alaska

Dcpartment of Environmental Conservation representatives. A public briefing will be held
in Anchorage on Dec. 13 at 10:00 AM at the ADEC Qil Spill Response Center, 4241 B Street,
Suite 204. For more information, call L.J. Evans, 807/563-1126.
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