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WILDLIFE RESPONSE WORKGROUP MEETING
Rehoboth Beach, DE
Wednesday, May 18, 2011
0800 - 0930
CHAIRPERSON:  Alan Williams, Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE)
AGENDA

· PRESENTATION – Rehabilitation of Oiled Wildlife during DWH Response - Dr. Heidi Stout, Tri-State Bird Rehab
· PRESENTATION – Incident Response to Live Marine Animal Strandings:  An Overview of Training and Challenges – Jennifer Dittmar, National Aquarium
MEETING NOTES

Mr. Williams, MDE, opened the meeting and welcomed everyone. He asked everyone to introduce themselves and provide their agency or organization affiliation. 
PRESENTATION - Rehabilitation of Oiled Wildlife during DWH Response - Dr. Heidi Stout, Tri-State Bird Rehab

This presentation is provided in its entirety on the RRT Region III website at: http://www.rrt3.nrt.org. For additional information or if you have any other questions on this topic, please contact Dr. Heidi Stout (hstout@tristatebird.org; 302-737-9543).
Dr. Stout provided the membership with an overview of the wildlife response efforts by Tri-State Bird Rehab group during the Deepwater Horizon (DWH) incident. Tri-state arrived on April 26th prior to any animal impacts. Upon arrival, they were requested to establish four wildlife rehabilitation sites along the Gulf without any idea as to the likely number of affected wildlife impacts.
Additionally, the response was across multiple states (Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama, and Florida) and had multiple command posts. The animals did not coordinate with the geopolitical boundaries, and responders had to break ICS rules and coordinate wildlife response as a whole. This was a unique response due to the vulnerabilities for marine mammals and turtles. The response efforts provided significant rehabilitation advancements for marine sea turtles impacted by oil.
Example Challenges:

· Impacts of in situ burns on wildlife – Does the smoke plume impact the gannets? They are susceptible to air pollution/toxins. No answer has been determined yet.

· Dispersants – is a water-logged bird, an oiled bird? The dispersants are a soap that removes the waterproofing from the bird feathers when wetted. As a response organization, we might need to change what we are looking at for bird recovery – with dispersants – we may need to deal with birds that are “wet and soggy” because they may have been in contact with dispersants. Water-logged gannets showed up in the areas where dispersants were sprayed were where the gannets live.
· Boom serves as a perch for many species of birds; with the miles of boom in place, the birds had a great spot to fish from. Unfortunately, they often got tangled in the boom and its mooring lines as well as getting oiled from the oil collected by the boom placement. Birds were also found inside the open 36-inch diameter steel pipes that were used to secure booms; the resolution was to put lids on the openings.
· Rookeries – the spill occurred during nesting season; as wildlife responders, we had to think about the rookeries when they were putting out protective strategies and the response impacts on the wildlife. What were the rehabbers going to have to deal with (adults, chicks, eggs, etc.)?  If try to assist or remove the oiled adults, what do we do about the now orphaned chicks left unprotected from predators? Different needs by bird species? Are we going to have chicks? Do we need to incubate eggs? The trustee agencies had to work through those questions with Tri-state.

· Having 4 different wildlife rehab centers that were only 1 hour apart made for difficult choices in terms of distribution of personnel and resources. A few centralized facilities would have been much easier to address and maintain. Many of the problems faced were politically motivated, rather than being based on science and experience. 

· Media concerns and issues – OSHA requirements for rehabilitation facilities and the USFWS rehabilitation permits require that the animals be sheltered. The media often impinged on rehabbers ability to work. 
These were a few of the concerns that needed to be addressed during this response. For more information, please attend the Effects of Oiled Wildlife Conference, January 2012 in New Orleans, Louisiana. For more information or to submit an abstract for this conference, go to http://www.eow2012.org. 
PRESENTATION – Incident Response to Live Marine Animal Strandings:  an Overview of Training and Challenges – Jennifer Dittmar, National Aquarium
This presentation is provided in its entirety on the RRT Region III website at: http://www.rrt3.nrt.org. For additional information or if you have any other questions on this topic, please contact Jennifer Dittmar (jdittmar@aqua.org; 410-986-2377).
Ms. Dittmar provided the membership with an overview of the marine mammal and sea turtle stranding network for the eastern seaboard. She provided a summary of the challenges and risks associated with working with marine mammals. She further summarized the response needs for oil and hazmat responses and how protected species numbers are increasing in the Delmarva Peninsula (harbor seals on NE coast). Impacts to wildlife from a response become more likely with increasing interaction between humans and wildlife. A spill incident involving protected species becomes a crime scene and the recovered animals become evidence. Not every animal can be saved; those that can be rehabbed for release are tracked to ensure they are able to swim, catch food, and follow normal migration patterns.
NEXT MEETING

The next RRT meeting will be in Lancaster, Pennsylvania and is scheduled for September 13-15, 2011. Participants are encouraged to check for updates at the RRT Region III website at: http://www.rrt3.nrt.org/. The RCP homepage website address is http://www.rrt3-rcp.nrt.org/.

This meeting adjourned at 0930.
