21 August 1992

Dear Mary:

Your article in the Honolulu Weekly was well-written and interesting.
I really enjoyed reading it, with one exception. That is, the quote
you used from Brad Wetherbee without double checking the facts, or

at least calling me to rebut his criticism. You wrote,Wetherbee

says that Balazs' data, as presented, "misleads the public and leads
to shark phobia." Nonsense. The data are straightforward, footnoted,
and explained every step of the way, to the extent that information

is available about each case. Brad Wetherbee may be mislead, simply
because he hasn't taken the time or doesn't want to read the information
assembled. Prior to writing your article, I sent you a current copy
of my revised list (July 1992) with tables summarizing the data in
various ways. I enclose with this letter three pages from the list
that demonstrate Wetherbee's statement to be false. Please note the
footnoted section (p.28) labeled "compiler's opinion as to cause of
fatality." The categories, a, b, ¢, & d, are clearly spelled out.
Apparently category "d" is the one that bothers Wetherbee (Insufficient
information upon which to base an opinion as to cause of death). It
would appear that Wetherbee would assume that all of the fatalities

in the d-category are not the direct result of shark attack, and
therefore should be discarded-- thrown-out and ignored. In my view,
that would be scientifically reckless, and certainly biased and

inaccurate. If the circumstances of a case are unknown (no witnesses

or compelling circumstantial evidence) then it should be cataloged as
such. And that is exactly what I have done (see enclosed table on
shark attacks involving fatality). Wetherbee has all of this informa- .
tion. I've made it a point to send it to him everytime I've updated my
list. In my view, the most informative aspect of shark attack cases i
in Hawaii centers on the survivors, not on the cases involving fatality.
The survivors have first-hand factual experiences to relate that offer
insight into the less fortunate. You proved that point superbly by
telling Jude Chamberlain's story. Look over my list again. There are
numerous similar cases, and certainly more in recent years than in the

past.

I look forward to working with you agaim on some future story.
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(/$SHARK ATTACKS IN THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS INVOLVING FATALITY
Compiled by George H. Balazs
Honolulu Laboratory, Southwest Fisheries Science Center
National Marine Fisheries Service, NOAA
2570 Dole Street
Honolulu, Hawaii 96822-2396

: Overall
. Likely .
Direct direct Other Total
fatality |fatality ( causes Unknown No. No. no.
Years (a) (b) (c) (d) fatal non-fatal cases
1990-present 1 3 4 5 9
1980-89 2 3 4 9 15 24
1970-79 1 2 3 8 11
1960-69 1 3 £ 5 9
1950-59 3 1 3 7 7 14
1940-49 1 1 5 6
1930-39 1 1 5 6
|
[ 1920-29 1 1 2 3
 1910-19 1 1 2 1 s 53
1900-09 2 1 3 6 2 8
1779-1899 2 1 3 0 3
Total 9 6 7 19 41 55 96
22.0% 14.6% 17.1% 46.3%
a = Death directly due to shark attack.
b = Death Tikely due to shark attack.
c = Death likely due to drowning or other trauma followed by shark attack.
d = Insufficient information to base an opinion as to cause of death.
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