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Nantucket Voter Survey on
Attitudes Toward Seals

Methodology

e Survey administration June - September 2016

* Voters
e Survey mailed to systematic, random sample of Nantucket registered voters
* Dillman 5-contact method
» 350 voters (34% response rate)

* Anglers
* Intercept survey administered to 125 anglers on beaches, docks and other
locations frequented by anglers
* Tourists

* Intercept survey administered to 372 tourists on ferries and at beaches and
other tourist locations



Observations of seals (% saw)

51%
Group of seals on beach or rocks 92%
96%
Seals interfering with fishing
Seal alone on beach 81%
90%

79%
80%

Seal swimming in harbor

93%
98%

Seal swimming in ocean
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Impacts of Seal-Human Interactions (% agree)

81%
Seals are important to the ecosystem 59% -
. 82%
13%
Seals are the main cause for decline in fishstocks - 53%
56%
Overfishing is the main cause for decline in fishstocks 53% 20%
Seals spread disease to fish * 22%
14%
Seals hurt the economy because they compete with fishermen - 45%
42%
Seals help the economy because they draw tourists T 35%
26%
Seals pose a threat because they draw sharks 50%

54%
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Observation of human interactions
with seals (% saw)

30%
69%
14%
37%
27%

8%

People feeding seals

22%
18%

10%
31%
9%
20%

People harassing, harming or killing seals

Seal injured by boat

Seals entangled in fishing gear or debris
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Perceptions of problems related to seal-
human interactions (means)

N

49
5

People coming too close to seals 2362

People feeding seals

poN
S8

People harassing, harming or killing seals 278

[
3
-
~
I~

Seal injured by boat

I
w
v

Seal entangled in fishing gear or other debris

L
w
~

A group of seals on the beach or rocks

-
~J
w

Seals interfering with fishing

pat
3
N
o2

A seal alone on the beach

-
Py
B3

Seals swimming in the harbor

8

Seals swimming in the ocean

%

-

2 3 4

M Tourists M Anglers M Voters



Considerations for Management of Seals

(Means and PCl,)
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Action Acceptability

Acceptability of Lethal Management of Seals
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Action Acceptability

Acceptability of Non-lethal Management of Seals

(Means and PCl,)
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Lethal Management Non-lethal Management
Acceptability Acceptability

(scale means) (scale means)
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Support for Marine Mammal
Protection Act Goals and Seal Rescue
(% agree)

Protecting areas of the ocean important for
marine mammal feeding and breeding

Minimizing harm and suffering of marine
mammals

Minimizing conflicts between marine mammals
and commercial fishing

Maintaining or restoring marine mammal
population levels

93%
8%
95%

Prevent marine mammals from going extinct

Rescue seals that become stranded or
entangled

65%
73%
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RESPONDENT ALIGNMENT WITH INTEREST GROUPS

M Angler Interest Groups Commercial Fisheries Interest Groups

®m Environmental Interest Groups m Animal Protection Interest Groups

TOURIST = 69% 52%
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Conclusions

Agreement on importance of the ecosystem

Shift framework from “management of seals” to
“management of conflict”

Voters and anglers have concerns about seal
interactions with fisheries and about the proximity of
shark predation on seals, but oppose lethal
management

Voters, anglers and tourists have concerns about seal
welfare with high support for seal rescue and MMPA
goals

Strong support for seals among tourists — an
opportunity and cautionary note
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