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Using the Widely Distributed Seabird, the Northern Fulmar
(Fulmarus glacialis), as an Indicator of Marine Plastic
Pollution

Alicia Terepocki* & Peter Hodum
UniverSity of PUQEt Sound, Tacoma WA Northern Fulmar photo by Peter Hodum
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*Conclusions: Plastic load may not negatively affect body condition;

The plastic contents from the proventriculus (left) and gizzard (right) but small sample sizes limited statistical power.

of a Northern Fulmar.
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