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Methodology

• Survey	administration	June	- September	2016
• Voters
• 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
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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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