Appendix F

BP Oil Spill Defense
1. View this video to get an overview of the situation.
• http://www.hourlytv.com/news/associated-press/2011/04/scientists-gulf-health-close-to-prespill-level/
• http://www.fox10tv.com/dpp/news/gulf_oil_spill/oil-spill-perception-vs-reality/
2. Read the following articles

The BP Oil Spill, One Year Later: How Healthy Is the
Gulf Now?
By BRYAN WALSH Tuesday, Apr. 19, 2011

An oyster fisherman unloads his catch in Pass Christian, Miss.
The oyster industry is still dealing with the negative
repercussions from the BP oil spill
Carl Safina headed down to the Gulf Coast just days after the
Deepwater Horizon rig exploded on April 20, 2010. A veteran of
the Exxon Valdez spill — and the head of the Blue Ocean
Institute, a nonprofit that focuses on marine health — Safina
wanted to see the Gulf oil spill up close, to document something
he was sure would be an environmental catastrophe. Researching what would become the book A Sea in Flames —
which goes on sale April 19 — Safina spent time with Gulf fishermen and ecologists, toured oiled beaches and spoke to
people involved in the cleanup. As long as the oil kept spilling, just about everyone had the same opinion: the spill would
be truly catastrophic for the Gulf and its coast. "We didn't know how it would stop or when it would stop," says Safina.
"Gulf fishermen who'd invested their lives in the industry were convinced they'd never fish again."
Yet nearly a year after the spill began, it seems clear that the worst-case scenario never came true. It's not that the oil
spill had no lasting effects — far from it — but the ecological doomsday many predicted clearly hasn't taken place. There
is recovery where once there was only fear. "A lot of questions remain, but where we are now is ahead of where people
thought we'd be," Safina says. "Most people expected it would be much worse." (See TIME's exclusive pictures of the
BP oil spill.)
As we approach the anniversary of the spill, Safina's judgment is becoming the accepted wisdom: it could have been
worse. That isn't to minimize what did happen in the Gulf of Mexico. Roughly 4.9 million barrels of oil blew out of BP's
broken well and bled into the water, with a portion of that crude making landfall along the coastline. Add in the unknown
effect of 1.84 million gallons (7 million L) of chemical dispersants, much of which were applied directly to the well deep
below the surface of the ocean — something that had never been done before. Even the cleanup might have had an
impact on the environment, thanks to the burning of oil on the surface of the Gulf, and the tens of thousands of workers
who trampled along the sensitive wetlands of Louisiana, corralling crude wherever they could. Scientists caution that a
single year isn't long enough to draw any final conclusions about an environmental insult so huge.
Yet the damage does seem so far to have been less than feared. Take the oil itself: scientists with the National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration estimated last August that much of the oil had remained in the Gulf, where it had
dispersed or dissolved. Many environmentalists attacked the report for underplaying the threat of large underwater oil
plumes still active in the Gulf, yet later independent scientific studies indeed found that oil had largely disappeared from
the water. Turns out we can thank bacteria. Scientists from Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory; University of
California, Santa Barbara; and Texas A&M University traveled to the site of the blown well and found that microbes had
digested much of the oil and methane that remained in the water. By autumn, the levels were back to normal. "It's very
surprising it happened so fast," John Kessler, an oceanographer with Texas A&M, told me earlier this year. "It looks like
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natural systems can handle an event like this somewhat on their own." (See pictures of crabbing in the Gulf after the
BP disaster.)
Indeed, for all the work and the billions poured into the cleanup, nature itself — and luck — played a very big role.
Fortunate ocean currents kept some of the oil from ever reaching shore, while the decision to increase the flow of the
Mississippi River provided an additional pushback. As a result, while parts of the southern Louisiana coast were hit hard
by the oil — and crude can still be seen in the marshes — much of the Gulf Coast was spared heavy oiling, and the spill
never curled around Florida as forecasters feared in the early days. Around 8,000 birds were identified as killed by the
spill, though researchers suggest that at least eight times as many likely died but were never found. Even so, that would
be far less than the 250,000 birds estimated killed in the aftermath of the Valdez spill, even though that spill was far
smaller. Local conditions mattered — the Valdez spill occurred in the relatively compact Prince William Sound,
maximizing the impact on birds in the area, while the BP spill spread out over some 1,600 miles (2,580 km) of the Gulf
Coast.
The Gulf's valuable fisheries also seem to have escaped the worst damage. John W. Tunnell Jr., the associate director
of the Harte Research Institute at Texas A&M, estimated in a report that the region's shrimp fisheries would rebound to
normal within two years, while blue-crab populations would be back to normal this year and commercial fish species such
as red snapper and grouper largely escaped any negative impact. (Oyster beds, hit hard by the oil, might take up to a
decade to recover, however.) It's possible that the lengthy moratorium on fishing in much of the Gulf during the worst
days of the spill — when up to 84,000 sq. mi. (217,600 sq km) were off limits — may have even given some fish species
a much needed break from exploitation, allowing them to recover in population. (See a video about evictions due to
the BP oil spill.)
Nonetheless, 1,000 sq. mi. (2,600 sq km) of water over the original Deepwater Horizon site are still off-limits, and we
won't really know how quickly fishing will rebound until boats are back in the water in large numbers, reporting back to
scientists. (The herring fishery in Alaska's Prince William Sound seemed fine after the Valdez spill, only to collapse three
years later.) The already overfished bluefin tuna saw some of its spawning areas in the Gulf hit by the oil and
dispersants, though it looks like the fish managed to weather the worst of the accident. In recent weeks marine biologists
have found unusually high numbers of dead dolphins washing up on the Gulf Coast — the fate, some scientists suspect,
of many of the species' young born during the spill. And Samantha Joye, a marine scientist at the University of Georgia
in Athens, found evidence of dead invertebrates — starfish and even coral — on the bottom of the Gulf, along with oily,
sticky bacteria. "These are keystone species to the ecosystem," Joye said at the meeting of the American Association for
the Advancement of Science in February.
Indeed, that's the challenge for any scientists trying to tally up the ecological cost of the oil spill. We simply don't know
enough about what has happened — and what may happen in the years and decades to come. "The Gulf spill is far from
over," says Doug Inkley, senior scientist with the National Wildlife Federation. A year has passed, but we may only be at
the beginning.

BP's Gulf spill blame
game
Thu, Apr 21 2011
By Tom Bergin and Moira Herbst
LONDON/NEW YORK | Thu Apr 21, 2011
5:12pm EDT
(Reuters) - A barrage of court claims pitting BP
Plc against its partners in the Gulf of Mexico oil
spill could lay the groundwork for billions of
dollars in settlements to spread the costs of the
disaster.
BP has sued Transocean Ltd, Halliburton Co
and Cameron International Corp, in one of the

Appendix F
biggest legal moves since last year's blowout. It is seeking up to the full cost of the disaster -- estimated at $42 billion -plus costs, interest and punitive damages from each of the companies that helped it drill the doomed well.
So far, BP has met the cost of the clean-up effort alone and is paying compensatory damages to fishermen, property
owners and others in the Gulf area affected by the spill.
"To my knowledge, Transocean, Cameron and Halliburton haven't paid a nickel to victims or for the cleanup," David A.
Logan, dean of Roger Williams University School of Law in Bristol, Rhode Island, said on Thursday.
"These suits are intended to spread liability, but they're also part of a larger public relations effort for BP," he said. "BP
wants to remind the world they weren't the only corporation that was a key player in this cascade of bad events that led
to a remarkably bad outcome."
The lawsuits, filed Wednesday in U.S. District Court in New Orleans, come one year after the Deepwater Horizon rig
blast killed 11 workers and created an environmental disaster. Wednesday was the deadline for companies connected to
the spill to file claims against each other.
Transocean owned and operated the rig. Cameron was the maker of the blowout preventer, the so-called fail-safe device
that neglected to automatically shut down the well. Halliburton handled the cementing work on the well.
Legal experts say they had anticipated BP filing the cases but predicted they would not ultimately go to trial.
"I expected that before this was over, they would all be suing one another," said Edward F. Sherman, a professor at
Tulane University Law School. "Ultimately the parties will probably divide up responsibility and reach a settlement."
A settlement reached among several companies could allow BP to recoup some or all of the money it is spending to
compensate victims, run cleanup efforts and provide support to Gulf state governments.
James Roy, a lead attorney for plaintiffs suing BP, said he thinks BP will ultimately shoulder most of the disaster's cost.
"I don't think these suits change the economy of who pays for the damages," he said. "BP, in our opinion, is the primary
target defendant."
Meanwhile, BP has been sued by its partners in the well, Anadarko Petroleum Corp and Japan's Mitsui. That lawsuit
challenged BP's demands that they contribute to the cost of the clean-up effort.
Transocean shares in Switzerland closed down 2.2 percent, while in New York BP shares gained 0.3 percent. Halliburton
shares were up 1.6 percent and Cameron slipped 0.6 percent.
FRAUD ALLEGATION
In court papers, BP said Halliburton concealed critical information that could have prevented the disaster.
"Halliburton's improper conduct, errors and omissions, including fraud and concealment, caused and/or contributed to the
Deepwater Horizon incident," BP said in the lawsuit.
Halliburton, which said it would "vigorously defend" itself against the claims, sued BP in Texas state court Tuesday
accusing BP of failing to accept responsibility for the disaster, as called for in its contract.
"The plain and unequivocal language of the contract requires BP to defend and indemnify (Halliburton) from virtually all
claims arising out of the blowout," Halliburton said in its lawsuit.
Service providers' contracts with operators usually provide indemnities against any environmental damage that may
result from their work. This could limit BP's opportunities to recoup cash from Transocean or Halliburton.
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In January, Halliburton disputed a U.S. presidential commission's characterization of its cementing work on the blown-out
well, saying that the report omitted key facts.
Since the outset of the disaster, BP has sought to blame its contractors, namely Transocean. The presidential
investigation into the report did criticize these companies, but directed most of its criticism at BP.
BP was widely criticized for trying to shift blame onto Transocean during the crisis. President Barack Obama called the
mudslinging among the companies a "ridiculous spectacle."
The latest legal claims were filed as part of the multi-district litigation in New Orleans that includes hundreds of oil spillrelated lawsuits against BP. A federal judge has set February 2012 as a trial date.
Separately, BP set up a $20 billion victims' compensation claims fund called the Gulf Coast Claims Facility run by
attorney and mediator Kenneth Feinberg.
The case is In re: Oil Spill by the Oil Rig "Deepwater Horizon", U.S. District Court, Eastern District of Louisiana, No. 2:10md-02179.
(Additional reporting by Sakthi Prasad in Bangalore and Matt Daily in New York; Editing by Mike Nesbit, Maureen
Bavdek, Tim Dobbyn and Bernard Orr)

