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Before the spill nobody thought the oil tanker business running through the sound 

could cause as much damage as it did. However, a map of the spill 3 months after 

shows that the oil spread quite far down the coastline.  

 

The oil spill left the surrounding communities asking many questions including who 

was responsible, who would clean up, how would it be done, and how would those 

affected be compensated. It was clear from the reports, depositions, and other 

documents in the files that these were the central questions of the litigation case.  
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The project had 3 parts: The first part consisted of hiring a project archivist and 
compiling an oversight task force. 
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The Oversight Task Force was put together to review project activities, and advise the 
archivists on legal issues, science and technology of the spill and cleanup, regional 
concerns, and public information. The people in the task force have all been involved 
with the spill at various points.  
 
The Task Force members: 
 
Craig Tillery: Lead Department of Law Environmental Litigation Attorney during the litigation 
 
Jennifer Schorr: Current Lead Department of Law Environmental Litigation Attorney 
 
Kurt Fredriksson: Opened the Governor’s on scene oil spill office; later Director of DECs Spill 
Prevention-Response & DEC Deputy Commissioner & Commissioner 
 
Barbara Hendricksen: Plaintiff’s Discovery Supervising Team Paralegal 
 
Carrie Holba: Involved from the beginning; now Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Librarian, Alaska 
Resources Library & Information Services  
 
Patience Faulkner: Alaska Native leader; deeply involved in private case litigation 
management 
 
Andrew Goldstein: Curator at the Valdez Museum & Historical Archives 
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The second part of the project was the Appraisal-determining which boxes to keep 
and which to dispose.  
 

6 



Just about the same time as I started the Exxon project, the litigation case was 
reopened. As we all know, no project goes exactly as planned. Thus, a clause in the 
litigation said that if more money was needed to finish the clean up the case could be 
reopened. However, for the Archives, this means that nothing can be disposed while 
there is the possibility it may be needed by the lawyers. Therefore, the material we 
have decided does not have archival value or does not fall under the mission 
statement of the State Archives, will be set aside for disposal or transfer back to the 
Department of Law when the reopener is finished.  
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Because 3,528 boxes is overwhelming, I found a logical way to divide the boxes into smaller 

groups to make the process more manageable. When the boxes were originally transferred to 

the Archives they were transferred in groups by types of files. This made the job easier because 

some types of files had obvious archival value, and some did not. For example, depositions are 

the transcripts of interviews of people ranging from the captain and crew of the Exxon Valdez 

Tanker Vessel to local business owners and fishermen who’s seasons wages were affected by 

the spill. Therefore the 163 boxes of depositions we marked for keeping. Also, the Working 

Notebooks, which are the notebooks spill workers were writing their observations in as they 

stood on the beach, have archival value so those 31 boxes were marked for keeping.  On the 

other hand, Blowbacks are copies of material with sensitive information blacked out. So not 

only are the documents duplicates, but they do not contain the original full information. These 

6 boxes were marked for eventual disposal. The State NRDA Public Release Photocopies, are 

copies of publications that are available at multiple libraries. If it is available elsewhere, the 

Archives does not need to keep copies.  

 

Some of the larger groups of boxes I was able to break into smaller subcategories. For 

example, the 2,637 State Production files. This group contained several boxes of microfilm. As 

discussed in the last slide, microfilm lasts longer than paper, so these boxes will be retained. 

Boxes of photocopies, or duplicates, will not be retained. Part of the State Production included 

516 boxes of original material from agencies that have since closed and therefore the 

information the documents contain may not be represented anywhere else. 
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The goal of the grant is to keep 15% of the Exxon material. While we are over that, at 
24%, we not only are close, but 516 boxes of the 844 are the original state agency 
material, which is technically not litigation papers, but important to retain. Therefore 
if we remove that from the percentage, we are below the 15% marker.  
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The third part of the project consisted of finding out exactly what was in the boxes we 
decided to contain and then creating a digital record for every single box and its 
contents.  
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MINISIS is the in-house database of the State Archives. After creating a word 
document log of the material in all the boxes we had determined the Archives will 
retain, I transferred the information to the database, creating a record for every single 
box.  
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