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Days before the end of 2012, a cam-
paign was launched that calls for Cana-
dians to stop purchasing and consuming 
salmon that has been raised in open-net 
feedlots.  

SalmonFeedlotBoycott.com (SFB) is 
hoping to make 2013 the year that Ca-
nadians stand up to protect wild salmon, 
lobster, the marine environment, and the 
thousands of jobs that rely on them. In time 
for the New Year, SFB is encouraging Ca-
nadians to join this campaign as their New 
Year’s resolution.

There is growing concern on both the 
east and west coasts of Canada that wild 
fisheries and marine environments are be-
ing irreversibly harmed by industrial salmon 
feedlots. These feedlots are industrial live-
stock operations in the ocean, with up to 
one million fish raised at a single site.

Anissa Reed, coordinator of Salmon-
FeedlotBoycott .com commented, “Many 
years ago I used to manage an Atlantic 
salmon ‘farm’ so I know the nature of the 
beast. Today they still use open nets, they 
are still crowded feedlots, and the fish waste 
and excess feed fall to the sea floor. I have 
travelled all over British Columbia and, 
more recently, into communities through-
out Nova Scotia and New Brunswick. The 
faces of the people who know what is hap-
pening haunt me.”

Reed added, “This boycott is a platform 
for stories to be told on our social media 
pages, and the public can then participate 
and choose what they want for themselves 
and this country. I see this industry as a 
predator. They lobby the government for 
access into our communities with promis-
es of good jobs, and pit neighbour against 
neighbour. They spend millions on advertis-
ing campaigns saying it is good for us, but I 
have seen, and believe, otherwise.”

Despite recent findings by the federal 
Cohen Commission of Inquiry into the 
Decline of Sockeye Salmon in the Fraser 
River, salmon farm leases continue to be 
granted by provincial governments for high-
risk locations and no actions have been 
taken on the federal inquiry’s recommen-
dations.

This campaign follows decades of at-
tempts to negotiate with the industry and 
have government honour their own numer-
ous reviews that recommended getting 
salmon feedlots away from wild fisheries. 
People have become more aware of the 
potential severe consequences of the prac-
tice of raising salmon in floating feedlots on 
Canada’s east and west coasts.

“While salmon feedlots have been con-
tentious on the west coast for a long time, 
this issue is rapidly becoming a hot topic 
on the east coast with the increased rates 
of feedlot site lease applications and the 
growing awareness of the impacts these 
operations have on wild salmon, lobster, 
and coastal habitat,” stated Inka Milewski, 
New Brunswick-based SalmonFeedlotBoy-
cott .com supporter and marine science ad-
visor to community groups.    

SFB is interested in spreading the boy-
cott message throughout Canada but is 
also conscious of the global implications 

of salmon feedlots, since wild salmon go 
into decline wherever open net-pen salmon 
farms operate. There is also a boycott un-
derway in Ireland.

Polling undertaken last month by 
SalmonFeedlotBoycott.com indicated just 
over half of Canadians would support boy-
cotting farmed salmon. Support for a boy-
cott is highest in the Maritimes, Quebec 
and B.C. The most frequently cited reasons 
for supporting a boycott were: concerns re-
lated to the products used to kill sea lice 
harming lobster; a diminished wild salmon 
population will impact orcas, eagles and 
grizzly bears; concerns about viruses in 
food; and the knowledge that wherever 
salmon farms operate wild populations are 
in decline.      

The campaign website at www.salmon-
feedlotboycott.com provides a series of 
easy-to-deploy actions designed to help 
educate Canadians and pressure politi-
cians and other regulators into taking ac-
tion.

Canadians who want to demonstrate 
their concern and have their voice heard 
can: 

•	 Boycott the purchase and con-
sumption of farmed salmon 

•	 Ask markets and restaurants not 
to carry the product 

•	 Check the label on your pet’s food 
and avoid farmed salmon 

•	 Educate friends about the issue 
•	 Sign SFB’s petition and/or write a 

letter to federal members of parliament 
Ongoing and informed conversation 

by Canadians with their supermarkets, pet 
food manufacturers, fishmongers and gov-
ernment is an important starting point for 
positive change.

In addition to asking Canadians to em-
brace their call for action as a New Year’s 
Resolution, a series of educational activi-
ties to raise awareness of the impacts of 
salmon feedlots are planned over the next 
several months.  

SalmonFeedlotBoycott.com is a peo-
ple’s movement funded by individual Cana-
dians in opposition of the clear and present 
threat salmon feedlots pose to wild salmon 
and the broader environment. 

SalmonFeedlotBoycott.com is commit-
ted to educating Canadians and our politi-
cians at all levels of government about the 
hazards associated with salmon feedlots. 
For those with direct experience with the 
negative effects of salmon feedlots we wel-
come you to share your stories with poten-
tial consumers of farmed salmon. 

SalmonFeedlotBoycott.com contends 
that when consumers know the truth about 
the full range of impacts intensive open-
net feedlots place on some of the richest 
marine resource areas in Canada and the 
devastation caused by this industry they 
will not buy the products. Spokespeople 
are available to speak about the impacts 
experienced on both Canada’s East and 
West Coasts. 

Our hope is that Canadians will respond 
and take action where government and in-
dustry have failed.

 

 

Campaign launched to stand up for wild 
salmon and the marine environment

Canadians have responded by taking part in demonstrations and boycots of farmed 
salmon across the country.

By Diane Walsh

Female Genital Mutilation finally takes 
centre stage. The UN stage by golly! 

In recent years, you may remember that 
the Lower Island News brought you what 
we deemed relevant news nuggets the de-
bated the subject of FGM. Sometimes even 
exposing you – at some risk – to disgust at 
even the mention of the subject matter.

We’ve presented the sometimes stom-
ach-wrenching and emotionally difficult-to-
absorb “factoids” pointing out the physical 
effects of female genital mutilation on girls 
and women – whilst wanting to stress  jour-
nalistically – the very hard-core activist fight 
that’s taken place to try to eliminate this hei-
nous practice over the last 50 years in a 
virtual media blackout. 

Ignoring FGM was general norm on the 
media landscape for many years. We did 
better. 

At least we tried to. 
Our very own Dale Young, Editor of 

LIN, helped get me through the UN media 
accreditation unit in New York city in Sep-
tember 2010, which led to me being able to 
cover the MDGs and meet with the agents 
of change, whom I’d been following for 
months. On the ground, these agents were 
struggling to “out” the delegations refusing 
to allow a dialogue about FGM on the UN 
floor (such as the Nigerian delegation, I 
came to learn, in my time in NYC). 

You might remember the piece that 
came of that. 

Our publication followed the activists 
who’ve pressured the United Nations to re-
spond. 

To no surprise, other outlets like the 
Guardian (and more recently the New York 
Times) began to get on the band wagon but 

only after much of the bone scrapping work 
had been done by journalists and activists 
putting their lives in danger.  But now some-
thing has changed for the better. 

Seen by virtually everyone in the grass-
roots-activist community as a major historic 
development on the FGM front, No Peace 
Without Justice  (which is based in New 
York City but is working diligently with ac-
tivists around the globe), gives this truthful 
press release, on a UN resolution against 
Female Genital Mutilation – which passed 
December 20, 2012. 

FGM – as a political issue – is finally on 
the map. The map that matters. 

The actual text of the United Nations 
draft resolution on FGM can be accessed 
here. If you have any difficulty with the 
URL, you may contact me directly for ad-
ditional instruction for access privilege to 
the resolution’s terminology (which, need-
less to say, is of great interest to legal ju-
risprudence scholars) as the text is not le-
gally binding but rather a step in the “right 
direction” and seen as a guiding light and/
or barometer of change in thinking.

Fundamentally it has been the direct 
lobbying work of groups and people such 
as No Peace Without Justice, the Ban FGM 
campaign, the Inter-African Committee, 
Euro-net, and the first lady of Burkina Faso  
Hon. Chantal Compaoré to bring the issue 
to the UN floor that has helped make this 
groundbreaking historical event, a reality. 

But not without the indispensable and 
ever relentless public awareness work 
of organizations such as  Global Alliance 
Against FGM, the Orchid Project, the Aha 
Foundation, Tostan, just to name a few. 

It takes a village. A global united village 
to make this happen! 

It also would not have happened with-
out great activists. Hon. 
Emma Bonino, former MP 
in the European parliament 
and current member of the 
Italian Senate, was then 
(and still is) a tremendous 
political weight behind the 
Ban FGM campaign. The 
NYT was kind enough to 
accept an editorial written 
by her once they’d received 
news that resolution has 

From left to right are delegates representing No Peace Without Justice, Inter-African 
Committee, Burkina Faso chapter, IAC Ethiopia chapter, Global Alliance Against 
FGM (this picture was taken in New York City at NPWJ headquarters on September 
23, 2010 during the United Nations Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) where 
much pressure was placed to put forward a resolution. 

UN eyes wide open
A United Nations - FGM news - update

UN has banned 
the horrifying 
practice of FGM 
seen here.
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