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Prevention of Cruelty to Animals and the
Ontario Humane Society (OHS). The
president of the OHS, Tom Hughes,
believes, “the hunt shouldn't be called a
seal hunt. It is a slaughter and should be
considered as such. It's inhumane and
obscene to kill a seal with a club.”

The Canadian government's policy
regarding the seal hunt requires every
sealer to obtain a licence to participate in
the hunt. Furthermore, three years ago
the Department of Fisheries and Oceans
began organising lectures and courses of
instruction for sealers. Says spokesper-

the 1976 seal hunt resulted in agreement
among scientists in ICNAF/NAFO that
the harp seal annual natural mortality is
approximately 10 per cent. Based on the
information provided by these analyses,
the 1977 TAC was increased to 170,000
where it remains today.

At the November 1980 meeting of the
NAFQO Scientific Council new estimates
of pregnancy rates were adopted for cal-
culation of yields and projections of
catch and population size. Using the best
estimate of 375,000 for pup production in
1980, replacement yield (the maximum
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direct result of government hunt quotas.”
Beddington also suggests “the over-
tshing of North Atlantic capelin in the
last ten years can have serious delete-
rious effects on the size of the harp seal
herd. Capelin is the major component of
the seals’ diet and it is a documented fact
that the availability of food places an
upper limit on the possible number of
spals.”
1Everyone agrees then that there are
fewer fish for the harp seals to feed upon
but the contentious issues lies for reason
for the depletion. Fisheries and Oceans

Greenpeace,

Government, and

Greenbacks

son Peter Meeilbrug, “these training
courses are designed to ensurethat seals
are killed in the most humane manner
possible and to assist sealers in produc-
ing high quality seal meat and fur. We
believe that because of these courses the
hunt is . well managed.” Yet, Meeibrug
admits that “mistakes can always happen
because nothing works 100 per cent. We
can't possibly have a fisheries officer
watching over every sealer, which is the
only way to guarantee that things run
perfectly all the time.”

The Department of Fisheries and
Oceans states that they, “allow harvest-
ing of seals at levels that are sustainable
over the long term, based upon princi-
ples which ensure the maintenance of
adequate breeding populations and
which take into account the relationships
between the species and their competi-
tors, predators, and prey”. The catch of
harp seals is restricted “to levels which

.. permit the continued increase of the
‘population.”

‘Harp seals gather annually on the ice
in both the Front and Gult areas'to whelp
and breed. Aerial photogr_a_phy has-been
used since 1950 as a means’of assessing
the number of seals in both ‘area
Standard black and white photography
records the dark adults which crawl out
on the white ice and snow. However,
white coated pups do not show up, nor is
the camera able to record the number of
adults in the water at the moment when
the photograph is taken. Other popula-
tion assessments for harp seals include
aerial survey techniques, ultra-violet light

photography and biomathematical

techniques.

From 1972 to 1975 the total allowabie
catch (TAC) for harp seals was 150,000.
Scientific analyses in 1975 contained a

wide range of opinion on the status of .
harp seal stocks, due primarily to dis-

agreement on the rate of natural mortal-
ity. ICNAF determined that, because of
the existing uncertainties, it was wise to
take a conservative approach and the
TAC for 1976 was reduced to 127,000.
Population analyses conducted following

harvest allowable in a given year, if the
population level at the year's end is to
remain the same as it was at the begin-
ning) was estimated to be 210,000 anim-

als, with a population of 1.57 million:

animals aged one year or more, and the
sustainable yield (the maximum harvest
allowable on a given population if it is to
maintain its present level over the long
term) was estimated to be 234,000
animals. :

Figures for the 1981 harp seal hunt:

have not been published for the public
yet. Dr. Montreuil informed The Varsity
however, that he would send a copy of
the 1981 report since he is in charge of
compiling it. Unfortunately Dr. Mantreuil
failed to do so.

Greenpeace disagrees with Fisheries
and Oceans, stating the harp seal popu-
lation is declining and will face extinction
if the number of seals killed in the hunt is
not curbed. Members of Greenpeace
stress all scientists agree there were
about three million seals in the early
1950's and there are about one million
il e T VR i TR ia a
60 per cent reduction in the seal popula-
tion in 25 years.
essor David Lavigne, a zoologist at
‘University who developed the
of ultra-violet photography, sup-
ports: Greenpeace's views. He disagrees
with the government on the number of
seal pups born per year. His figure for
1977's birth rate is 250,000. Lavigne
explains “just over half of these seals

(about 130,000) were Killed by hunters in
: the 1976 hunt, which means had

natural predators and disease for
between four-and five years before reach-

.+ing the age of mating and reproduction.”

Furthermore; Dr. J.R. Bedddington of
Yark University, England, conducted a
e future of Canada’s harp seal
.and jconcluded “there are 50,000
tewer“seals born each year than the
government figure; and the seal popula-
tion is in ‘a éontinual state of decline as a

_about 90,000 would have been left to sur-
vive against the crushing ice and ships,’

asserts "harp seals are estimated to con-
sume 1.5 metric tons of food per animal
annually. At a current population size
estimated to be 1.57 milligrr.animals, the

harp seal population alone consumes -
three times more food annuatly than the =

total 1977 Canadian cateh of fish in the
northwest Atlantic, an amotint equivalent
to the total catchof all flsh species: by Al
countries in 1977. Hafp seals are thi
very significant component of the
Atlaniic ecosystem.” - --
However, Dan MgDermott of Green—
peace declages “some people believe the
seals must be ki ed so0 they won't eat all
the fish. This is uti ‘Seals do not remove
the fish they eat from the ecosystem in
seal eats a fish, that fish is
sturned to the water through
feed plankton which. in
the food cycle to produce
he real culprit in declining
fish stocks1s the decades of over-fishing.
Moreover, harp seals cannot be blamed
for depleti h during the fishing sea-
son as this s when they move north,
away from gommercial fishing grounds.
Any of the older fishermen in the out-

“parts will remember that when the seal

p0pulat|ﬁn high, so were the fish
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Oceans s that local unemployment
rates in n fishing villages along the
Coast of foundland and along the
shores o Gulf of St. Lawrence fre-
quently oach 90 per cent in March

‘Apnf. The scarcity of alternative
foyment opportunities in these
ource-based communities results in
limited occupational mobility for seal-

hunting fishermen.

A survey carried-out by Fisheries and

“Oceans in 1980 concluded that 83 per

cent of sealers with families made less
than $15,000 in the previous year. The
survey further asserts that earnings

<received from the seal hunt_benefited

-breaker no more than o

more than 15,000 individuals, including
the sealers and those employed in pro-
cessing and support industries. There-
fore, earnings provide an important sup-
plement to the sealers’ annual income
which, for the most part, is gained
through employment in other fisheries-
related activities during the summer
months.

The government's estimates place the
value added to the Atlantic economy by
the sealing industry in 1980 at $10.7 mil-
lion, including a contribution of $7.2 mil-
lion by the primary, or harvesting, sector,
and $3.5 million by the secondary, or
processing, sector., The eight large ves-
sels participating in the 1980 hunt had
213 crew members, while the 146 small
vessels had 589. Approximately 4,280
landsmen took part in the hunt. Accord-
ing to the government, returns in labour
for large vessel sealers averaged $3,400
for less than four weeks work, while
average incomes to small vessel opera-
tors and to commercially active lands-
men were $1,900 and $400 respectively.

Greenpeace, in reaction to the
government's publication Canada’s East
Coast Sealing Industry 1976, which they
state is the last year for which statistics
are available, declares that the hunt is
not.a vital part of the Newfoundland
economy. “On the contrary,” says
McDermott, “the money made in New-
foundland from the seal hunt is only a
spit in the bucket.” McDermott goes on
to explain:that “even taking the govern-
ment figure (for 1976) of $5.5 million
gained from sealing, less than .2 per cent

o two-tenths of 1 per cent of the annual

Newfotindland Gross Provincial Income
is derived from sealing.”

McDermott continued by asserting that
of the $5.5 million gained through seal-
ing, only $702,000 or 12 per cent, went to

“ the 3,045 landsmen involved in the 1976

hunt. The remai
cent went to onl

ing.$4,795.078 or 88 per
29 per cent of those

involved. = =

According to e government
report 7,819 sea es were issued
an Newfoun 76. - However,

that less. than

Greenpedce

Greenpeace ‘has - evidence  showing
that ‘over half (633 per cent) of the
landsmen make $100 or less a year from
the hunt. According to the 1976 report,
these people, whose welfare is given as
the major reason far the hunt, have 3.5
dependents, an average grade nine edu-
cation, and live in isolated communities
with limited occupational mobility."
For three-fifths of the landsmen, sealing
brings in less than $25 per dependent per
year. This is less than 10 per cent of the
money received from family allowance
payments.

Those at Greenpeace also suspect that
the costs of the hunt to the taxpayers

1e seal hunt at a cost
wn that the Canadian
“maintain an ice-
ay's sailing
from the sailing fleet, that salaried fisher-
ies officers use helicopters to move hem

around the sealing grounds, and that in. €
‘He" said spraying

1976 one of these helicopters was lost
overboard from a sealing ship because of
being improperly secured. However,
none of these figures appear on any bal-
ance sheet for the hunt.

Meeibrug explains that, “there is no
balance sheet for the seal hunt. In dollars

considerably exc__eed the money made by .
' I:.1977 Fisheries ‘amd ="

“tricted. However, tt
«Greenpeace’s succe
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Fisheries and Oceans don keep b:}oks o
that way. The whole depanment has only
one budget which is not divided up
amongst the different frsh u er‘”owi“---

jurisdiction. Therefore,

for the seal hunt go an the $ama ba!ance-.‘

_be piaced on foreign ciraggers which
“strip-mine” the oceans. They also pro-
pose that the Canadian government
[investigate developments in cold climate

agricuiture and ammal hustaandry in

sheet as expenditures fr}r !oﬁaiers cod or A

salmon.”
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McDermott,

don't want this to happen to the harp sea!'
as well.” -

Greenpeace offers alte na:wes to the
seal hunt. Members af thas'orgamzat:on.
suggest that strict enforcement of the
200-mile fishing limit be ensured so that
Canadian fishermen earn a decent living
g is
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. same time members of Greenpeace will
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