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Chairman's Report of the Thirty-Sixth Annual Meeting

1. DATE AND PLACE

The thirty-sixth Annual Meeting of the Commission was 
held, at the invitation of the Government of Argentina, at 
the Plaza Hotel, Buenos Aires, 18-22 June 1984. The 
proceedings were chaired by Mr E. H. Iglesias 
(Argentina).

2. REPRESENTATION

Commissioners and delegates from thirty-seven of the 
Commission's forty member governments attended; Costa 
Rica, Jamaica and Mauritius were not represented.

Observers were present from two non-member govern 
ments, Canada and Sri Lanka, and from four inter 
governmental organisations:

Commission for the Conservation of Antarctic Marine
Living Resources (CCAMLR) 

Commission of the European Communities (CEC) 
Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC) 
United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP)

from the International Union for the Conservation of 
Nature and Natural Resources (IUCN)
and from thirty-seven international non-governmental 
organisations listed in Appendix 1.

3. ADDRESS OF WELCOME

An address of welcome was given on behalf of the 
Government of the Republic of Argentina by Architect 
J. L. Bacigalupo, Secretary of State for Housing and 
Environmental Planning. Mr Bacigalupo expressed his 
government's pleasure that the delegates and observers 
had come to the country at a time when its people were 
undergoing one of their most important historical 
experiences, in the full enforcement of democratic and 
republican institutions. He stressed Argentina's traditional 
policies aimed at the rational use of resources and the 
protection of endangered species, and its stance that man 
must respect and protect his environment, prevent its 
possible deterioration and foster natural conditions for 
present societies and future generations.

4. OPENING STATEMENTS

Opening statements by Commissioners and Observers 
were, following the Commission's usual practice, 
distributed in written form and included in the official 
meeting documentation.

5. ADOPTION OF AGENDA

The Provisional Annotated Agenda had been circulated 
sixty days in advance of the meeting. Japan and the USSR 
emphasised that any proposal which requires an 
amendment of the Schedule must have been proposed sixty 
days in advance of the meeting, and reserved their 
positions on this matter. In adopting the agenda, the 
Commission noted the request of the USA that the item on 
the Representation of the Scientific Committee in 
Meetings of the Technical Committee and Commission 
(see 22.4), should be addressed as an initial item of 
business. The Technical Committee agreed that the 
Seychelles proposal (Item 12.2) should be considered 
under Item 7.

6. COMPREHENSIVE ASSESSMENT OF WHALE
STOCKS 

6.1 Report of joint working group
A Joint Working Group of the Technical and Scientific 
Committees met under the Chairmanship of Mr K. 
Yonezawa (Japan) prior to the Annual Meeting, with the 
following terms of reference:

(a) to consider, in the light of the current information on 
whale stocks and the degrees of uncertainty that exist 
concerning some of the data and methods used, what 
conceptual approaches might be used to provide the 
Commission with more effective scientific advice and 
recommendations for management and

(b) to determine the studies required to implement these 
approaches and

(c) to establish a timetable for in-depth assessment of 
whale stocks which should be completed for major 
stocks currently exploited as soon as practicable.

The only material presented to the Working Group was 
the report of the deliberations of the Scientific Committee 
on this subject. Discussion focussed on issues raised in that 
report and various suggestions were made regarding the 
tasks of the Working Group and of the Scientific 
Committee. Agreement was reached upon future work for 
the Scientific Committee and for members of the Working 
Group in relation to management issues.

The Scientific Committee had identified four specific 
issues for comment:

(i) Specific management issues, 
(ii) General methodological concerns, 

(iii) Relationship between management policies and
assessment methods, 

(iv) Future role of the Scientific Committee.
Various ideas were put forward as suitable ways to 

proceed.
Japan suggested that the Scientific Committee carries 

out any additional analyses and reviews of methodology
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that it needs and completes a Comprehensive Assessment 
by 1990 at the latest.

Norway considered that a general review of the 
management procedures would not assist the Working 
Group to achieve its objectives. Attention should be 
focussed on developing procedures for a Comprehensive 
Assessment and that this could be done independently of 
any management issues.

The USA considered that the interpretation of what was 
involved in the Comprehensive Assessment was far from 
clear. It suggested that interested delegations should 
consider the issue further and meet as needed to develop 
specific proposals for next year.

The Working Group therefore agreed that:

(i) the Scientific Committee should continue 
deliberations on the relevant points raised in its 
report;

(ii) as in previous years, the Scientific Committee 
continues to review the status of stocks;

(iii) interested members of the Working Group should 
collaborate throughout the year about problems of 
management procedure related to a Comprehensive 
Assessment.

6.2 Action arising

Japan moved, and the USSR and the USA seconded the 
adoption of the report of the Joint Working Group, and 
this was agreed by the Technical Committee. Although the 
Working Group had not dealt with the future role of the 
Scientific Committee in formulating management 
recommendations, the Technical Committee noted, after a 
question for clarification, that it followed from the 
Schedule that management advice was a normal part of the 
review of stocks.

This action and comments were supported by the 
Commission.

7. REVISION OF PRESENT MANAGEMENT 
PROCEDURE

7.1 Proposals for revised procedures developed through 
consultation betvteen interested governments
Norway indicated that it believes there is a need to 
continue consideration of this subject. It indicated that no 
formal meeting had taken place and suggested that the 
Technical Committee should recommend further 
endorsement and continuation of discussions. This was 
agreed by the Technical Committee and accepted by the 
Commission.

12.2 Seychelles proposal
Seychelles introduced its proposal for consideration of 
general principles for classification of stocks and setting 
catch limits for commercial whaling. It put this forward as 
an interim revision of present management procedures, 
since the Scientific Committee now often recommends 
catch limits based on Replacement Yields of stocks rather 
than Sustainable Yields, as required in the management 
procedure. This is due to the uncertainty in determining 
the status of some stocks or their Maximum Sustainable 
Yields.

It proposed the formalization of current practice in 
stocks which are unclassified. But since the Replacement 
Yield in a depleted stock is higher than the Sustainable 
Yield, safety factors should be applied.

Seychelles proposed a figure of a 50% safety factor, but 
with modifications and flexibility under certain 
circumstances.

The Chairman of the Scientific Committee indicated 
that, in principle, the Seychelles proposal tended to 
formalize present practices required to manage 
unclassified stocks. The Scientific Committee also agreed 
that the concept of Replacement Yields was a reasonable 
basis in such cases. However, the Scientific Committee 
noted certain problems in two specific areas: defining 
which stocks should ' thus classified, and establishing 
appropriate safety factors. Whilst agreeing that, in 
principle, it was valid to apply a safety factor, there was no 
agreement in the Scientific Committee on its precise value.

Following a procedural discussion as to whether the 
Seychelles proposal had been submitted in due time, it was 
agreed to discuss the general concept in the Technical 
Committee.

Suggested language provided by Antigua and Barbuda 
and the Seychelles was discussed and after the addition of a 
paragraph from the Report of the Scientific Committee 
suggested by Norway, the following wording was adopted 
by the Technical Committee (the USSR expressing its 
reservation) and accepted by the Commission:

The Commission noted the comments of the Scientific 
Committee in paragraph 8.5 of its Report and
(1) agrees in principle that it is scientifically valid to 
apply safety factors which take into account 
uncertainties and errors in stock assessments: and
(2) calls upon the Scientific Committee, in making 
recommendations regarding catch limits for unclassified 
stocks, to apply safety factors which are no less than 
those which are applicable to species classified under 
Schedule paragraph 10 a & b.
The Technical Committee and the Commission also 

agreed that circumstances on a stock-by-stock basis did 
indeed dictate the need for a flexible approach in applying 
safety factors.

8. REVIEW OF REGULATORY MEASURES OTHER 
THAN CATCH LIMITS

8.1 Consideration of the intention of Convention and 
Schedule provisions, and relevant current national 
regulatory measures
No material was presented on this item.

8.2 Report of Scientific Committee on possible advantages 
of a dual regulatory system
The Chairman of the Scientific Committee reported that 
the matter might best be considered in the context of the 
Comprehensive Assessment of Stocks currently being 
planned.

8.3 Action arising
The Technical Committee agreed to support the view of 
the Scientific Committee given above, and this was 
endorsed by the Commission.

9. INDIAN OCEAN SANCTUARY

The Chairman of the Scientific Committee reported that, 
in view of the Commission's decisions that any review 
meeting on the Indian Ocean Sanctuary should be 
preceded by a scientific meeting, the Scientific Committee 
asked that the Commission should inform it when it wishes
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that meeting to be held, in order that preparations can be 
made.

Seychelles recalled its invitation last year to hold the 
scientific meeting in the next twelve months. It proposed 
that the review meeting required by Schedule paragraph 7 
should be held in 1986, immediately before the Annual 
Meeting of the Commission. The Scientific Review 
Meeting could be held early in 1986. The Seychelles is still 
prepared to host the latter meeting, but suggested that it 
should consult with the Indian Ocean states which are 
members of the IWC.

The Technical Committee agreed and the Commission 
accepted this proposal.

10. INFRACTIONS AND REPORTS FROM 
INTERNATIONAL OBSERVERS

The Technical Committee established an Infractions 
sub-committee, which was chaired by Mr K. Shima (Japan) 
and attended by Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, 
Australia, Brazil, Denmark, Iceland, Japan, the Republic 
of Korea, New Zealand, Norway, Peru, Seychelles, Spain, 
Switzerland, the USSR and the USA.

The Commission noted the comments and endorsed the 
recommendations made as fo'lows:

10.1 Infractions repr -ts f- contracting governments
(1) The Infractions . committee reviewed the 
Infractions Reports available and found that the catch 
limits for the western North Pacific stock of Bryde's whales 
was exceeded by nine whales. It also discussed the nature 
of the Philippine whaling operation.

The excess catch had occurred because of a failure to 
conclude an allocation agreement between the 
Governments of the Philippines and Japan. The actions 
taken by the two governments and the Secretariat in this 
matter were reviewed and the sub-committee noted the 
obligation of Contracting Governments to conclude 
effective arrangements for the sharing of catch limits.

With respect to the operational problems, there was 
some concern that the vessel involved might be able to 
operate independently of a land station, and it was also 
unclear if the flensing barge is permanently moored to the 
shore. The Philippine representative gave his assurance 
that the barge is permanently moored. The sub-committee 
made three recommendations:

(i) The International Observer be requested to provide to 
the Secretariat information on inter alia, the type of 
harpoon used to kill Bryde's whales from Faith I and on the 
number of whales brought to the flensing barge each day. 
(ii) That all information required by the Schedule and 
infractions reports for the 1983 and 1984 seasons be 
submitted to the Secretariat by the Government of the 
Philippines.
(iii) That the Secretariat advise the Government of the 
Philippines on the preparation and submission of catch 
statistics and associated biological data for submission to 
the next meeting of the Scientific Committee.

(2) The sub-committee noted that no infractions report 
had been received from Chile for the 1983 season but did 
not have official information as to whether any whaling 
operations were conducted by Chile in 1983. The 
sub-committee agreed that if whaling operations had been 
conducted by Chile then an infractions report would be 
required.

As Chile had no new information to offer on whether 
any whaling had been conducted in 1983, the Technical 
Committee recommended that the substance of a note 
prepared by the Delegation of Seychelles should be 
forwarded to the Government of Chile for clarification on 
the questions raised therein.
(3) No infractions were reported in the 1983/84 season in 
the Antarctic.

(4) The sub-committee noted with concern that the catch 
of humpback whales in Greenland had once again 
exceeded the catch limit, this time by four whales. This was 
regarded as particularly disturbing in the light of the 
statement by the Scientific Committee that these animals 
are members of a small, separate feeding aggregation.

The representative of Denmark offered an explanation 
as to how this problem arose, and the steps under 
consideration to solve the problem.

(5) Peru had announced it would start whaling in October 
1983 and intended to take the remainder of the catch left 
from the catch permitted in the previous season.

Peru explained that the early start had been decided 
because of the possibility of a second peak in the El Nino 
phenomenon and that it believed that taking the remainder 
from previous seasons was normal practice.

The sub-committee noted that procedures do exist for 
altering the Schedule between meetings by means of a 
postal vote, provided sufficient notice is given. They also 
noted that the taking of remainders is not permitted except 
when explicitly authorised in the Schedule. Peru 
commented on the lack of flexibility of the Schedule when 
dealing with climatological situations such as this.

In view of the clear wording of the Schedule, the 
sub-committee agreed that both of the actions by Peru 
constituted infractions.

The sub-committee requested that the Secretariat 
provides extracts from previous infractions reports to the 
Government of Peru in order to ensure they are fully 
informed of earlier discussions in the Infractions 
sub-committee on the setting of whaling seasons and the 
taking of remainders.

10.2 Reports from International Observers
The sub-committee reviewed the summaries of Observers' 
Reports for North Pacific land stations, North Atlantic 
land stations and Southern Hemisphere pelagic 
operations.

One of the International Observers commented upon 
the difficulty he experienced in applying the definition for 
lactating whales. This problem is pertinent to the 
sub-committee only in that some member governments use 
information on lactating whales to enforce the provision of 
the Schedule which protects females accompanied by 
calves.

The sub-committee suggested that the Scientific 
Committee be invited to consider the definition for 
lactating whales but under the circumstances did not feel 
that this item merited a high priority.

10.3 Other matters

/. Surveillance of whaling operations 
The sub-committee noted with concern that there was no 
information on the extent of surveillance of whaling 
operations in the Philippines.

It urged that this information be submitted, and 
requested the Secretary to pursue the matter.
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The sub-committee noted the suggestion that there were 
difficulties in calculating a simple index to describe the 
extent of surveillance in 'small type' whaling operations. 
Governments are invited to consider how they would wish 
to present such information.

2. Check list of information required or requested
The sub-committee reviewed the summary of information
received by the Secretariat.

3. Percentage of catches taken for local consumption 
In examining the data available, the sub-committee 
observed that a given whale could be classified differently 
depending on whether it was measured in feet or metres. 
The sub-committee noted that the Schedule requires that 
the classification is based on measurements in feet.

4. Review of progress on recommendations of 1983

(1) The sub-committee repeats its earlier recommend 
ations for the Technical Committee to urge the 
Government of Chile to submit infractions reports for 
1980, 1981 and 1982.

(2) In reviewing the question of lost whales in aboriginal 
subsistence fisheries, the sub-committee noted that with 
respect to both capture and treatment, the situation 
appears to be the same for commercial and aboriginal 
subsistence whaling operations (except in the case of 
bowhead whales re catch limits and minke whales re 
utilisation, where there would be no infraction).
(3) It was concluded that the sei whale is an irregular 
straggler in West Greenland waters (occasional confirmed 
reports over the period 1924-1957).

(4) In response to discussions in the sub-committee last 
year, Peru has provided the Secretariat and BIWS with 
validated catch records for 1981 and 1981/82.
(5) Three humpback whales were reported taken in 1982 
and there was an unconfirmed report of four taken in 1983.

St. Vincent had an unofficial report of three whales 
taken in the latter season, but pointed out that no 
infrastructure was available for reporting catches. It is 
trying to discourage the whaling activity which takes place 
in a remote island.

Japan pointed out that this catch of humpback whales is 
not illegal domestically and proposed a recommendation 
that in view of these catches the Government of St. Vincent 
and the Grenadines should be requested to make enquiries 
and, if the reports are substantiated, to make appropriate 
reports at the next Annual Meeting.

St. Vincent accepted this recommendation.
Japan, seconded by the UK, put forward a further 

recommendation that the Government of St. Vincent and 
the Grenadines should institute the necessary laws and 
regulations to ensure the implementation of the decisions 
of the IWC.

(6) Last year the sub-committee noted that in both 1981 
and 1982, three fin whales from the West Norway-Faroe 
Islands stock, which has a zero catch limit, were taken 
under a special permit issued by the Faroese Home Rule 
Authority. The Commission had urged Denmark to 
conclude discussions with the Authority as soon as possible 
so that this issue can be resolved.

The representative from Denmark reported that this 
situation had been clarified within Denmark and that the 
competence to issue scientific permits was vested in the

Faroese Home Rule Authority. Denmark, as the national 
member of the IWC, had the responsibility of fulfilling the 
obligations with respect to the issuance of any such permits 
by the Faroese Home Rule Authority.

The sub-committee noted that such a permit had been 
submitted to the Scientific Committee for consideration in 
1981 in accordance with paragraph 30 of the Schedule. The 
permit was issued although the Scientific Committee had 
not endorsed that part of the permit which proposed a take 
of up to nine fin whales, commenting that biological 
samples from that number of whales would not add greatly 
to current knowledge. The sub-committee noted that the 
issuance of the permit did not constitute an infraction. 
However, some members felt that this matter should be 
referred to the Technical Committee for consideration as 
to whether this practice constitutes an inappropriate use of 
the scientific permit provisions of the Schedule.

The Netherlands sought clarification of the Danish 
Government's attitude in this situation and Denmark 
reiterated the allocation of formal responsibilities and 
indicated that, following the preliminary report submitted 
as a progress report to the Scientific Committee, a full 
report and analysis of all data collected would be made 
available. Seychelles emphasised the Convention 
requirements in this matter.

(7) Peru provided information concerning the production 
of whale meat and other products.
(8) Japan and the Philippines have reached agreement on 
an Observer Scheme and an observer for the Philippine 
land station was appointed under the International 
Observer Scheme on 16 May 1984 for the 1984 season.
(9) The sub-committee reviewed the most recent laws and 
regulations submitted under paragraph 3 of the Schedule. 
The sub-committee repeated its recommendation of last 
year that governments be urged to provide this 
information.
(10) The sub-committee noted that the traditional practice 
for nominating membership of the Infractions 
sub-committee has been exercised by the Chairman of the 
Technical Committee, although this procedure has in no 
way restricted participation in the work of the 
sub-committee by any member government. The 
Chairman of the Technical Committee explained that it has 
been his practice to select a core group of members to 
balance whaling and non-whaling members, regional 
groupings and to ensure some rotation of membership.

The sub-committee thought it appropriate to review 
these procedures. They noted that circumstances had 
changed since these practices originally evolved in that the 
sub-committee now meets in the week prior to the main 
meeting of the Technical Committee.

The Infractions Sub-Committee noted that at present 
the Secretariat:
(1) informs relevant Member Governments of the 
requests and recommendations of this sub-committee 
adopted by the Technical Committee and the Commission;
(2) writes to relevant Member Governments requesting 
the information required for this sub-committee to fulfil its 
functions.

The sub-committee endorsed this procedure. The 
Secretariat also agreed to circulate a Provisional Agenda to 
the Commission in advance of the sub-committee meeting. 
This will enable Member Governments to notify the 
Secretariat of any additional proposed items for discussion. 
The Secretariat can then inform relevant Member
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Governments and request that they attend the 
sub-committee and provide it with the information 
necessary to facilitate its work.

11. COMMISSION'S COMPETENCE TO SET CATCH
LIMITS FOR BAIRD'S BEAKED WHALE IN THE

NORTH PACIFIC

Australia noted the verbatim record of the 1946 
Conference where it dealt with the list of names included in 
the Annex to the Final Report. It still believes that this 
gives no ground for suggesting a limitation of the 
Commission's competence in this area.

Sweden, the Netherlands, Seychelles, UK and USA, all 
expressed similar views.

Denmark took the view that only species named in the 
Annex should be regulated by IWC.

Mexico, Brazil, Peru and Argentina also expressed their 
reservation on the Commission's competence to regulate 
the species not mentioned in the Convention texts.

Japan held similar views and believed it was a matter for 
discussion between Contracting Governments. It stated 
that it will take no more than forty Baird's beaked whales 
in the next year, with catch control under its national 
regulations.

The Technical Committee agreed by consensus to defer 
further discussions until next year, noting the preference of 
St. Lucia to settle the matter now. The Commission 
accepted this decision.

12. WHALE STOCKS AND CATCH LIMITS

12.1 Report of the Scientific Committee
The Scientific Committee met in Eastbourne, UK, under 
the Chairmanship of Dr M. F. Tillman (USA) 26 May-7 
June 1984. It was attended by 68 delegates from 20 member 
governments, 14 invited participants, and observers from 
six inter-governmental and one non-governmental 
organisations.

Natural mortality rates
The Chairman of the Scientific Committee reported on 
discussions to determine the inter-specific relationship 
between the maximum size of whales and their natural 
mortality rates. There was no consensus on the existence of 
the practical application of the inter-specific relationship.

The St. Lucia question
St. Lucia, in response to a statement in 1982 by FAO which 
suggested that present commercial catches were within the 
productive capacity of exploited stocks, asked '. . .is there 
satisfactory scientific evidence to establish that catches of 
whales are within the productive capacity of the stock and 
are indefinitely sustainable?'

The Scientific Committee interpreted the word 
'indefinite' to mean a long but finite period. There were 
different interpretations within the Committee as to 
whether in the question catches are to be kept constant or 
are assumed to be changed in response to new information.

Following the first interpretation, some members 
believed that there is little or no satisfactory evidence that 
most populations could indefinitely sustain levels of catch, 
as in the recent past, and remain within the productive 
capacity of the stock. They reached this conclusion 
because, for most stocks, there is little agreement on initial

and current population sizes or estimates of recruitment 
rates or natural mortality rates. Nor is there unambiguous 
evidence that populations have varied their recruitment 
rates in response to exploitation. Accepting the second 
interpretation of the question, many members believed 
that catch levels (not necessarily at a constant rate) could 
be kept within the productive limits of a species, given an 
understanding of population trends and if proper 
procedures were in place for changing the catch levels as 
needed.

The Scientific Committee had general agreement that 
only for the eastern North Pacific stock of gray whales was 
there satisfactory scientific evidence that a substantial 
catch over a relatively long period was within its productive 
capacity.

After reviewing the comments of the Scientific 
Committee, St. Lucia concluded in the Technical 
Committee that there is no satisfactory evidence available, 
except for the eastern North Pacific stock of gray whales. It 
also concluded that on the basis of such review the 1982 
FAO statement, which had been referred to by three 
governments in lodging objections to the cessation of 
commercial whaling, should be considered scientifically 
groundless. St. Lucia pointed out that the USSR was not 
one of those objecting governments.

Seychelles supported St. Lucia's conclusions.
Japan states it regards the question as almost 

meaningless scientifically but referred to the view of many 
scientists in the report of the Scientific Committee that 
catch levels (not necessarily at a constant rate) could be 
kept within the productive limits of species if a proper 
management strategy was implemented. It noted that this 
view was not contested in the debate on this question in the 
Scientific Committee.

In the plenary session St. Lucia expressed its desire to 
include, for the record, that the 1984 opening statement of 
the delegation of Japan again referred to the FAO 
statement as scientifically and unequivocally justified. 
Furthermore, the Japanese statement deplored that there 
had been no scientific justification for the moratorium as 
indicated by the FAO statement mentioned above.

Japan recorded that it is convinced that the FAO 
statement is scientifically valid, and hence the reason for 
the Government of Japan lodging an objection is also 
scientifically just and valid.

Norway observed that the number of governments 
making any reference to the FAO statement is only two, a 
position shared by Peru, and the debate was concluded.

Unassessed stocks
The Scientific Committee had not assessed all stocks and it 
provided a summary of recent advice and assessments (if 
any) it had made in the past.

The Technical Committee agreed that all these stocks 
should remain classified and with the catch limits as 
previously determined, and this was endorsed by the 
Commission.

12.3 Action arising

12.3.1. Sperm whales—Western North Pacific Stock 
The Scientific Committee examined the progress on the 
work considered essential for providing interim advice on 
catch limits.

Although data coding had been completed, validation of 
the two length-specific estimation techniques had not been
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completed. This was the result of cuts in the computing 
budget imposed by the Commission last year.

The Scientific Committee expressed its deep 
disappointment that the budget cuts had prevented its 
work from being fully implemented. Various attempts 
were made to overcome the resulting problems, but it was 
agreed eventually that neither assessment technique could 
be used at the meeting.

The material and methods available, used in the past, 
were reviewed and there was considerable discussion 
concerning estimates of initial and current stock 
abundance, including recent whale sighting data.

However, it was agreed that these estimates are the 
subject of substantial uncertainty and consequently it was 
agreed that there was no information on which to base 
recommendations on classification or catch limits for this 
stock.

Responding to the request of the Japanese 
Commissioner made last year, the Scientific Committee 
agreed that, if continued for a short period (possibly up to 
five years), catches in line with the current catch limit of 
400 would have only a small effect on the stock in the short 
term. The Committee was unable to agree on what the long 
term effect on the stock of such catches might be. There 
was also no agreement on the effect of current catches 
continuing for a longer period.

Japan regretted that the Scientific Committee could not 
carry out proper assessments because validation of two 
models were not implemented for various reasons. It 
noted, however, that in response to its query, the Scientific 
Committee gave the unanimous advice that continuation of 
the present catch of 400 whales would have only a small 
effect in the short term and, on the basis of this unanimous 
advice, it proposed a catch limit for the 1984 and 1985 
seasons of 400 whales each year with the usual by-catch 
provisions.

This was seconded by the USSR, Peru and Chile.
Seychelles commented on the Scientific Committee's 

discussions and the uncertainty in stock estimates and 
Antigua and Barbuda commented on the unknown effects 
of taking a catch of male sperm whales.

Before turning to a vote it was clarified that Japan's 
proposal was an amendment to footnote 2 of Table 3 in the 
Schedule.

St. Lucia and the Seychelles explained their votes on the 
basis that they believed that catches permitted during 1982 
and 1983 were part of a phasing out of this fishery.

Japan challenged these statements since it was not 
understood that this fishery should be phased out from 
1981. Following an adjournment, during which the voting 
position of Peru was established, the vote on this proposal 
was completed and received 7 in favour, 23 against with 5 
abstentions.

The Technical Committee, therefore, made no recom 
mendations but noted the research recommendations of 
the Scientific Committee, and the Commission took no 
further action.

12.3.2 Minke whales
1. Southern Hemisphere Stocks
The Chairman of the Scientific Committee reported that a 
diminutive form of the minke whale was now being 
recognized, and more data are needed on this animal.

The Scientific Committee discussed trends in age at 
maturity, but there is no agreement on the interpretation

of data. There is uncertainty over the mortality rate and 
rate of net recruitment. Mark-recapture estimates of stock 
size were reviewed and following the 1DCR survey of Area 
VI, sighting estimates were obtained for the whole 
Antarctic using revised parameter values.

CPUE data from the Antarctic gave very variable 
results, while Brazilian coastal data led to three different 
interpretations. These data need to be revised further.

It was concluded that sightings estimates provide a basis 
for advice, although no account has been taken of whales 
inside the pack ice, or north of the surveyed area, or the 
avoidance behaviour of minke whales, which would all 
tend to give higher stock sizes.

Taking into account the unbalanced catches by sex, the 
Scientific Committee recommended catch limits in two 
proposals, based on a net recruitment rate of 2% with a 
10% safety reduction for Area II, and a net recruitment 
rate of 3.5%. These proportions gave suggested catch 
limits of 3,887 and 7,394 respectively. There was 
insufficient information to recommend classification of 
stocks.

In the Technical Committee, Japan regretted that the 
Scientific Committee had failed to produce a unified 
recommendation for the catch limits. However, it was 
encouraging to note an element of agreement among the 
scientists in that even those who proposed the lowest figure 
recognized as the consequence of their computations that 
the current stock sizes are very close to the initial 
population levels. This fact alone was sufficient for it to 
conclude that there is no real need to reduce the catch 
limits from their historic levels or from those for the last 
season. Japan therefore proposed catch limits totalling 
7,394 divided between the Areas as indicated in one of the 
Scientific Committee proposals. This was seconded by 
USSR, which spoke in support of maintaining catches 
around current levels.

France, in continuing its concern over the status of these 
stocks, supported the most cautious advice from the 
Scientific Committee and proposed catch limits of 3,887 
divided by Areas as recommended in the other Scientific 
Committee proposal.

This was seconded by Australia, Antigua and Barbuda, 
the Netherlands, New Zealand, St. Lucia, Seychelles and 
Sweden.

Seychelles emphasized the consensus on the sightings 
estimates given this year and believed that a similar 
proportion of the estimated stock size should be used to set 
the catch limit. It believed that the stocks surveyed in early 
years have all declined, and Area II may be below the MSY 
level.

Australia, the Netherlands, New Zealand, Sweden and 
St. Lucia all expressed similar views, while Norway, in 
explaining its vote, emphasized its concern to take 
decisions which will be carried through.

The amendment for a total catch of 3,887 divided into 
the six Areas was then adopted by a majority vote of the 
Technical Committee which also noted the research 
recommendations of the Scientific Committee.

In the plenary, Seychelles proposed an amendment in 
which the 10% safety factor for Area II was removed (on 
the basis that it is not reasonable to apply this factor in one 
Area and not in the others when it considers that all are 
substantially depleted), and to increase the allowance 
between Areas from the present value of 5% to 10% (to 
facilitate operational adjustment). This gave a total catch
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limit of 3,940 divided between the six Areas with the 10% 
allowance, and was seconded by St. Lucia.

Japan spoke strongly against the language used by 
Seychelles in justifying this amendment, which it found 
totally unacceptable. It also indicated that the allowance 
benefits the operations of the pelagic fleets, which do not 
normally visit Area II, and requested a vote on the 
amendment.

Finland, in explaining its vote, stated that it was 
instructed to follow the Scientific Committee advice, and in 
this situation was looking for a compromise between the 
two proposals. Brazil indicated that the catch available to it 
under this amendment was not sufficient, the UK was 
looking for a proposal which might gain wider support, and 
France saw scientific justification for the amendment. 
Sweden believed that this stock is severely threatened and 
wished to keep the catch at the lowest possible level, while 
the Philippines preferred a higher alternative figure.

The Seychelles amendment totalling 3,940 was then put 
to the vote and received 20 in favour, 9 against with 7 
abstentions. This was not the three-quarters majority 
necessary to amend the Schedule.

The original recommendation from the Technical 
Committee totalling 3,887 was then voted on and also 
failed to achieve a three-quarters majority, receiving 20 
votes in favour, with 9 against and 7 abstentions.

The Seychelles then put forward a new proposal, 
because of the importance of reaching agreement on the 
matter. This was calculated on the basis of taking 2% of the 
agreed stock estimates, and gave a total catch limit of 
4,224. It would include a 10% allowance for each Area to 
be added to the following figures:

Area I 512 IV 885
II 342 V 921
III 767 VI 797

Japan sought further consultation before a vote, but the 
Seychelles called for the vote to proceed and the proposal 
was adopted as an amendment to the Schedule with 22 in 
favour, 7 against and 7 abstentions.

The USSR, Japan and Brazil all recorded their 
reservations to the decision.

2. North Atlantic Stocks
Northeastern Stock
The Scientific Committee corrected an error in calculations 
made last year, and two series of CPUE data were used to 
assess Replacement Yields. Mark-recapture data allowing 
for shedding gave a total stock estimate of 44,000 to 60,000, 
which probably spans the likely range.

There is insufficient information to recommend 
classification of the stock, but the catch limit would be the 
replacement yield in the range 300-747.

In the Technical Committee, Norway recognized the 
improved assessment now available and proposed that the 
catch limit should be 708, with a 10% safety factor, giving 
637. This was seconded by Japan.

Australia commented on the uncertainty in the estimates 
and wished to take a cautious but reasonable approach by 
proposing a figure of 300, at the lower end of the range.

New Zealand and Sweden seconded this view, the 
former speaking in support of the more cautious Scientific 
Committee recommendation, and the Seychelles indicated 
that it does not think a safety factor needs to be applied at 
this lower end of the range.

The amendment of 300 was put to the vote and adopted

by a majority as the recommendation to the Commission.
In the plenary, the Federal Republic of Germany 

proposed an amendment of 525, which was seconded by 
the USA.

Norway reiterated its view that the calculation with the 
best scientific basis and data leads to a figure at the higher 
end of the range. The present proposal was not acceptable, 
and it emphasised the need to establish realistic and 
effective quotas which will be implemented.

Sweden stated its belief that this stock is severely 
threatened, and preferred the lower figure suggested by 
the Technical Committee.

The amendment for 525 was then put to the vote, and 
received 11 in favour, 7 against with 17 abstentions, and so 
failed to receive the three-quarters majority necessary to 
amend the Schedule.

The Technical Committee recommendation for 300 was 
then voted on, and also failed to achieve a three-quarters 
majority, with 15 in favour, 7 against and 14 abstentions.

In the discussion following these votes, Norway 
suggested that the present catch limit of 635 should be 
retained because in its view it is not in the Commission's 
best interest to have no quota set and to rely on national 
management of the stock. It suggested that the figure 
currently in the Schedule should remain unchanged as long 
as there is no proposal to the contrary. This was seconded 
by the USSR and accepted by consensus, Sweden 
recording its reservation because it believes the stock 
cannot take a higher catch than 300.

Central Stock
The Scientific Committee reported that updated CPUE 
data were available, and the longest time series from.East 
Greenland waters implied that the stock is near the MSY 
level, with an average annual catch of 344. Similar but not 
significant trends are shown by other series.

The Scientific Committee was unable to recommend a 
classification, but recommended, in order to arrest the 
decline, a catch limit considerably below the ten year 
average (of 302 whales) of 151, that is one half of the 
average.

Iceland stated its belief in the Technical Committee, that 
the stock is relatively little affected by catching from 
Iceland. Last year the Commission made a cautious 
reduction and the present reduction is arbitrary and 
unacceptable. It proposed the ten year average but with a 
10% safety factor, that is, 272, with the stock unclassified. 
This was seconded by Japan.

Antigua and Barbuda wished to support the Scientific 
Committee's recommendation and proposed an 
amendment for 151, which was seconded by Oman and St. 
Lucia.

Norway recalled its support for decisions based on 
Scientific Committee advice when it was clear and 
unambiguous, but believed a 50% safety factor was not 
based on any agreed management guideline.

The amendment of 151 (Unclassified) was then adopted 
as a recommendation to the Commission by a majority 
vote.

In the plenary session, Iceland proposed an amendment 
based on the ten year average catch with a 20% reduction, 
of 242. This was seconded by Norway, Peru and the 
Seychelles and adopted by consensus. Sweden stated that it 
believes this increases the threat to the species and 
recorded its reservation, together with Switzerland.
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3. North Pacific
Okhotsk Sea—West Pacific Stock
Research vessel sightings gave an estimate of 13,520 for the
area surveyed. Two CPUE estimates indicate an average
downward trend of 3.6% per year, although this is not
significant.

Most members of the Scientific Committee believed 
there was insufficient information to classify the stock, 
although a minority view was expressed.

The Scientific Committee recommended a catch limit 
not more than 332, the average catch for 1974-1983, 
although some believed there should be a 10% safety 
factor J.e. 299.

In the Technical Committee, Japan proposed that the 
stock should be provisionally classified SMS, with a catch 
limit of 332. This was seconded by USSR and Iceland.

Seychelles noted that the catch limit should not be more 
than 332 and proposed that a normal safety factor should 
be applied. It proposed an amendment for the stock to be 
unclassified with a catch limit of 299.

This was seconded by Antigua and Barbuda and adopted 
as a recommendation by a majority vote.

In the plenary, Japan proposed an amendment, that the 
stock be unclassified with a catch limit of 320. This was 
seconded by Iceland, the Seychelles and the USA, and 
adopted by consensus.

Sea of Japan— Yellow Sea—East China Sea Stock 
Last year the majority of the Scientific Committee 
recommended classification as a Protection Stock with a 
zero catch limit, but the Commission left the stock 
unclassified and the remainder of the block quota to be 
taken in 1984-1985.

St. Lucia's proposal in the Technical Committee to 
follow the Scientific Committee's advice was seconded by 
Antigua and Barbuda.

The Republic of Korea spoke on last year's decision. It 
had no objection to the ban on whaling from 1986 and was 
attempting to redeploy its whale fishermen. It proposed 
that the present Schedule provisions should be maintained.

Seychelles noted some evidence that the stock was in a 
worse state than thought last year.

The People's Republic of China emphasized its strong 
support for conservation measures. It noted that this stock 
was seriously depleted and that it would seek protection at 
the earliest date possible. Only 510 whales remain from the 
block quota, which is less than the average annual catch, so 
these should be taken in 1984 and a zero catch limit set for 
1985.

Norway recalled that it had voted against a two year 
extension last year but it believes that the management 
scheme once adopted, even if against scientific advice last 
year, should be maintained since there is no new 
information to modify the situation. Japan and Iceland 
supported this position.

A revised proposal by St. Lucia, seconded by Antigua 
and Barbuda, that the stock should be PS with a zero catch 
limit with the deletion of the words 'and 1985' in footnote 2 
of Schedule Table 1, was then adopted by a majority vote 
as the recommendation to the plenary session.

In the Commission, the Netherlands proposed that the 
present Schedule provision should remain unchanged. This 
was seconded by St. Lucia, Seychelles, Oman, Antigua and 
Barbuda, and the USA, and agreed by consensus.

12.3.3 Fin Whales, North Atlantic
Spain—Portugal—British Isles Stock 
A sighting cruise had been carried out by Spain in 1983 
giving estimates of an exploitable population in the range 
1,197-1,238 in the area covered. These are considered 
under-estimates because of whales missed and because 
only part of the stock area was covered. A short CPUE 
series revealed no trend. The Scientific Committee had 
recommended that the stock remain Unclassified and there 
was insufficient information to provide advice on a specific 
value for a catch limit. There was uncertainty over the 
effect of completing the present block quota.

The Technical Committee agreed to make no 
recommendation, and the Commission took no action.

East Greenland—Iceland Stock
The Scientific Committee reported that mark-recapture 
studies demonstrate some mixing across the area and 
electrophoretic studies show significant differences from 
samples off Spain. These studies should be extended. 
Mark-recapture estimates range between 3,120-3,636 and 
a refined CPUE series showed a non-significant decline. 
There was considerable discussion on the extent of the 
decline since 1962 and the Scientific Committee had no 
clear evidence to judge whether the stock is SMS or PS. 
The Scientific Committee recommended that the range of 
Replacement Yield, 143-180, be considered as a basis for 
setting catch limits and some members thought a 10% 
safety factor should be applied.

Iceland recalled that this is a restricted fishery from a 
single land station with stable catches over the past ten 
years. It believed that the approach of the Scientific 
Committee was extremely cautious and proposed 
classification as SMS with a catch limit of 175. This was 
seconded by Japan.

Monaco noted that there is no clear evidence and 
proposed an amendment, seconded by France and the UK, 
that the stock should be Unclassified with a catch limit of 
143, and the Seychelles explained its support for this 
position.

Norway emphasized the difficulties when the Scientific 
Committee's advice is inconclusive and believes that 
management aspects should also be considered. It 
proposed as a further amendment that the present 
classification as SMS and catch limit of 167 should be 
retained. This was seconded by the USSR, and Iceland 
agreed with the Norwegian position.

This second amendment was then put to the vote and 
received 6 in favour, 17 against with 8 abstentions. The 
original amendment that the stock be Unclassified with a 
catch limit of 143 was then adopted as a recommendation 
to the Commission by a majority vote.

In the plenary, Iceland proposed an amendment that the 
stock should be classified SMS with a catch limit of 161. 
This was seconded by Australia and the USA, and adopted 
by consensus, Sweden recording its reservation.

12.3.4 Sei whales, North Atlantic
In response to a request for information from the 
Infractions sub-committee last year the Scientific 
Committee concluded that the sei whale is an irregular 
straggler in West Greenland waters.

Iceland—Denmark Strait Stock
The Scientific Committee believes that there is little chance
of obtaining a reliable estimate of abundance of this stock
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given the incidental nature of the operation which is near 
the northern limits of the stock distribution. It agreed that 
there was no scientific basis to offer advice on classification 
or a catch limit for this stock.

Seychelles recalled that the present long block quota was 
not based on scientific evidence and it noted that the 
Scientific Committee has often found significant declines in 
these situations after some time. Seychelles believed that a 
zero catch limit should be established in this case. It 
therefore proposed, seconded by France, St. Lucia and 
Australia, that the stock should be Unclassified with a zero 
catch limit.

Iceland appreciated the concern expressed but would 
prefer to maintain the block quota for 1985. On being put 
to the vote the proposal was adopted by a majority as the 
recommendation to the Commission.

In the plenary, Iceland proposed an amendment that the 
existing block quota should be maintained, and this was 
seconded by the USA and Australia.

Seychelles asked if the stock could be classified PS after 
the expiry of the quota, but Iceland preferred the stock to 
be unclassified, and the amendment was approved by 
consensus.

12.3.5 Bryde's whales
North Pacific, Western Stock
The Scientific Committee noted that the catch limit had 
been exceeded. A research vessel sighting survey in 1983 
gave an estimate of exploitable stock of 16,665. 
Mark-recapture estimates were also available of 39,855 in 
1979 and a CPUE analysis gave an estimate of the 1975 
stock of 14,631. An agreed projection procedure resulted 
in the recommendation that this stock should be classified 
IMS with a catch limit of 357. This was agreed by the 
Technical Committee and endorsed by the Commission by 
consensus.

The Philippines explained its policy on whaling, 
including the potential of the whales as a source of protein 
for its growing population. Revenue from whaling will be 
used to fund research and meet the financial obligations to 
the Commission. The Philippines emphasised the need for 
sharing arrangements to recognise the principle of equality 
between nations, and for developed nations to accord 
special and preferential treatment to developing countries.

South African Inshore Stock
The Technical Committee endorsed and the Commission 
adopted an amendment to the Schedule on the recommen 
dation of the Scientific Committee that the boundaries of 
this stock should be changed to:

'South African Coast west of 27°E and out to the 200 
metre isobath.'

Peruvian Stock
Peru spoke of its concern for the rational use of natural 
resources, and its sovereignty and the legal position within 
its area of jurisdiction. Continuing research on this stock 
leads it to believe it is in a robust condition and has a 
capacity to sustain a stringently regulated catch.

It therefore proposed that the stock should be classified 
IMS, with a catch limit of 280 for 1985, and that footnote 3 
in Schedule Table 2 should be deleted.

Further, that footnote 2 should be amended to read 
'. . . starting in October or November 1984'. This was 
seconded by Japan.

There was discussion on the precise implication of 
footnote 2.

Australia recalled that this stock had been discussed at 
length last year. There is scientific uncertainty if the stock 
can sustain a harvest, but there was special consideration 
last year, as part of a phasing-out process, that instead of 
being a Protection Stock the existing catch limit should be 
established, and this was accepted by Peru. It noted that 
Peru has withdrawn its objections to the pause in 
commercial whaling starting in 1986.

Australia was now looking for an intermediate catch 
limit and proposed an amendment that the stock should be 
unclassified, with a catch limit of 82; and that footnote 3 
should be worded ' . . . after 1985 shall be zero'.

This amendment was seconded by the USA and the 
Technical Committee agreed to discuss the second foot 
note later. The amendment was put to the vote and 
adopted as its recommendation by a majority.

Subsequently, the Technical Committee agreed to 
recommend footnote 2 as proposed by Peru, which was 
also approved by the Commission.

In the plenary, Peru indicated that a catch limit of 82 is 
not sufficient nor in accordance with the scientific findings. 
It mentioned the critical economic situation in its country, 
and proposed an amendment for 220 with the deletion of 
footnote 3. This was seconded by Japan and Brazil.

On being put to the vote, the amendment was defeated, 
with 4 in favour, 21 against and 10 abstentions.

Before the next vote, St. Lucia reviewed the phasing-out 
procedure adopted by the Commission for this stock last 
year, and which it wished to see retained. Sweden stated its 
position of voting against any increase in catch and for the 
lowest quotas, and so also wanted to retain the current 
provisions.

The Technical Committee recommendation was then 
put to the vote; there were none in favour, 10 against and 
24 abstentions. The Commission therefore left the 
Schedule provision unchanged.

Peru registered its reservation on this result.

12.3.6 Bottlenose whales
Baird's beaked whale
The Technical Committee and the Commission noted that 
catch and effort data from Japan were recalculated, but the 
Scientific Committee believes they are too coarse to 
determine whether or not the series masks a trend. These 
data should continue to be collected.

Data from sightings cruises in 1983-1984 will be analysed 
next year.

12.3.7 Protected Species
West Norway—Faroe Islands fin whales 
The Technical Committee and the Commission noted that 
information had been received on fin whales taken under 
special permits issued by the Faroe Islands Government.

Antarctic Blue Whales
An estimate of blue whales in the Antarctic south of 60°S 
from IDCR minke whale cruises was 1,011. After 
discussion of the estimate the Scientific Committee 
recommended that Japan's sightings data should be 
re-analysed and earlier information examined.

This was noted by the Technical Committee and the 
Commission.
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13. ABORIGINAL SUBSISTENCE WHALING

13.1 Report of the Technical Committee aboriginal 
subsistence whaling sub-committee
The seven-member standing sub-committee was joined by 
four other interested governments and met prior to the 
start of the Annual Meeting under the Chairmanship of 
Professor J. D. Ovington (Australia). Those attending 
were Antigua and Barbuda, Australia, Denmark, the 
Federal Republic of Germany, Japan, Mexico, Norway, 
Seychelles, the USSR, the UK and the USA.

Detailed technical information was presented by 
Denmark, the USA and the USSR in response to the 
guidelines developed last year.

Last year Denmark noted that the current catch level of 
minke whales and the catch limits of 10 humpbacks and 6 
fin whales at present were satisfactory in meeting the 
nutritional and subsistence needs of the Greenlanders from 
these species. In the opinion of Denmark, the 
documentation presented this year supports this point of 
view.

The USA noted that the affected stock of bowhead 
whales is currently under a block quota, and that the 
conclusion reached in the 1983 US submission to this 
sub-committee as to the nature and the magnitude of need 
for the bowhead whale is unchanged (35 strikes based on a 
need to land 26 bowheads).

The USSR emphasised the long tradition of whaling 
from the Chukchi Peninsula. The papers submitted 
included tables giving data on the variety of food stuffs 
consumed by the aboriginal population in the Chukot 
Region.

The sub-committee made a series of proposals (shown in 
Appendix 3) which were accepted by the Technical 
Committee and adopted by the Commission.

The sub-committee requested a review of its 
membership and Chairman. Antigua and Barbuda 
requested full membership and this was agreed, and the 
USSR proposed that Professor Ovington should continue 
as Chairman, with thanks for his past services. This was 
supported by Denmark, the USA, Japan, the UK and 
Argentina, agreed by the Technical Committee and 
endorsed by the Commission.

13.2 Report of Scientific Committee
13.2.1 Bering Sea Stock of bowhead whales 
The Scientific Committee noted the 1983-1984 catch 
statistics and welcomed efforts to reduce the struck and lost 
rate. Some concern was expressed over the high proportion 
of sexually mature whales which were landed.

Although a value for gross recruitment rate was agreed, 
no value of natural mortality and hence net recruitment 
rate was obtained. No new census data were available at 
the Scientific Committee meeting but information on the 
success of acoustic experiments confirmed that bowheads 
continue to migrate when visual observations are not 
possible from ice camps.

Information on bowhead response to offshore 
petroleum operations needs to be fully evaluated, and 
proposals for further work were made.

The Scientific Committee agreed that last year's 
population estimate is appropriate, at about 19 to 28% of 
the unexploited level, and therefore the stock should be 
classified PS.

It also recommended that the total two year strike limit 
of 43 should not be increased and that catches should be

directed towards smaller, immature animals (less than 
13 m). Steps should be continued to decrease the struck 
and lost rate further.

This advice was noted by the Technical Committee and 
agreed by the Commission.

Mexico reminded the Commission that last year it 
proposed the cessation of non-commercial whaling on this 
species, to give it total protection. It also emphasised the 
statement in the report of the Scientific Committee that, in 
the absence of any estimate of net recruitment, the 
Committee did not feel confident in predicting the likely 
effects of catches from this stock.

13.2.2 Eastern Pacific Stock of gray whales 
The Scientific Committee made no new assessment for this 
species. The sex of all animals landed was recorded this 
year and it was noted that 123 of the 168 animals were 
females. It is difficult to correct this imbalance. The 
Scientific Committee also recommended that photographs 
of the dorsal area of landed catches should be obtained for 
comparison with those from the breeding areas.

In view of the importance of obtaining evidence of rates 
of recovery and gross and net recruitment rates, the USA is 
requested to provide estimates of current population size. 
A similar request is also made to Mexico.

The Technical Committee noted these comments, and 
recommended continuation of the present catch limit of 
179, which was agreed by the Commission. Mexico 
welcomed this recommendation, and recorded that it has 
been involved in whale research and conservation of this 
species for five consecutive years, including a national 
programme and a legislative review.

13.2.3 Western North Atlantic humpback whales 
Evidence from humpback songs which might help with 
stock identity were reviewed, but no conclusion could be 
drawn. Recommendations for future research were made 
by the Scientific Committee.

Updated fluke photograph data indicate three distinct 
feeding aggregations, but mixing on breeding grounds in 
the Antilles. Analysis of photographic data results in an 
estimate of 212-308 for the West Greenland feeding 
aggregation. Last year's total stock estimate of 5,773 was 
retained and the Scientific Committee repeated its 
recommendation of last year that the stock should be 
unclassified with a zero catch limit.

The Scientific Committee also recommended that no 
catch should be permitted from the West Greenland 
feeding aggregation.

13.2.4 Other stocks
West Greenland fin whales
Results of a sighting survey were reviewed but no
population estimates could be made. Other sighting
information available did not indicate a recent alteration in
stock level. The Scientific Committee had insufficient
information to provide advice on classification or a catch
limit.

West Greenland minke whales
The Scientific Committee reviewed the available sightings 
and CPUE data. Updated CPUE values for one 
Norwegian vessel were analysed and similar results to last 
year's were obtained. The Scientific Committee had 
insufficient information to recommend a classification for 
this stock. While noting it was more probable than not that
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the stock had declined, it was agreed that it had no 
information to recommend a change in the present block 
quota.

Denmark noted the Scientific Committee's advice and 
considered that there should be no change in the block 
quota, and no change was recommended by the Technical 
Committee nor made by the Commission.

13.3 Action arising
Denmark asked that the populations of humpback and fin 
whales harvested from Greenland should be considered 
together. It put forward a proposal which took note of the 
advice from the aboriginal subsistence whaling sub 
committee that the populations harvested should be 
considered together, and the recognition by Denmark that 
catch limits of 10 humpbacks and 6 fin whales were 
satisfactory in meeting the nutritional and subsistence 
needs of Greenlanders with respect to these species. It 
recognized the need for caution for catches from the West 
Greenland humpback feeding aggregation and proposed a 
reduction of catch from this stock, to be substituted by fin 
whales.

The proposal incorporates a safety system in addition to 
the national steps being taken to prevent the catch limit 
being exceeded.

This proposal was seconded by the Netherlands and the 
USA and adopted by consensus in the Technical 
Committee. In the plenary, there was some discussion of a 
suggestion from the Netherlands to add wording to 
emphasise that any catch taken above the catch limit was 
an infraction, but this was withdrawn after expression of 
opinions by the UK, Norway and Denmark.

The Seychelles offered a revision of one phrase in the 
text as a simpler wording without changing the sense, and 
this was accepted by the Commission. which then approved 
the following amendment to the Schedule with respect to 
West Greenland fin and humpback whales:
(1) In Schedule para. 13 (b) (1) delete '9 humpbacks' and 

insert '8 humpbacks'.
(2) Add the following sentence to para. 13 (b) (1): 'If the 

catch limit is exceeded in 1985 or 1986 so that more 
than 8 humpbacks are taken in either year, the excess 
shall be deducted from the catch limit in the following 
year'.

(3) In Table 1, fin whales, West Greenland stock, replace 
the figure '6' by '8', with two footnotes:

(i) Footnote no. 7 remains, 
(ii) New footnote as follows: The total catch of fin

whales shall not exceed 16 in the two years 1985
and 1986 inclusive'.

14. SMALL CETACEANS

14.1 Report of the Scientific Committee

14.1.1 Proposals for renaming sub-committee and agenda
item
After a thorough review the Scientific Committee strongly
recommended that the sub-committee retain its name as
the sub-committee on Small Cetaceans and this was agreed
by the Technical Committee and the Commission.

14.1.2 Review of specified fisheries and stocks
The Scientific Committee reviewed the populations,
identity, population size/range, life history parameters.

ecology, catches, status and management of the four 
species of Cephalorynchus.

The Committee then provided the advice shown in 
Appendix 2, which the Technical Committee and the 
Commission noted.

While recognising the general scientific value of the 
information requested, Mexico expressed its reservation 
over making this advice to the Commission on species 
which are not listed in the Convention. Brazil, Chile, 
France, Japan, the Philippines and the USSR made similar 
reservations and Argentina indicated its position on the 
Commission's competence to regulate small cetaceans, but 
said it is prepared to provide information of a scientific 
nature.

Sweden believed it is important to have these scientific 
studies.

The Netherlands expressed some concern over the large 
catch of Dall's porpoise off Japan, while Japan recalled 
that research is undertaken and reported to the IWC. It is 
ready to take necessary actions upon the findings of such 
research.

15. INTERNATIONAL DECADE OF CETACEAN 
RESEARCH

15.1 Report of the Scientific Committee
The Scientific Committee reviewed the results of studies 
carried out last year. It was noted that the Decade ends this 
year. In the light of problems met in dealing with research 
proposals submitted, the Scientific Committee developed a 
procedure for assessing such proposals.

The Technical Committee agreed to this procedure 
which was then endorsed by the Commission.

The Scientific Committee decided that research 
proposals presented this year should not be considered 
until next year's meeting, but after considerable discussion 
it recommended that a further IDCR cruise should be 
undertaken in Antarctic Area IV. This will carry out a 
series of experiments related to sighting and no marking 
would be undertaken. A preliminary planning meeting 
concerned with sighting theory, and subsequent data 
validation, were also proposed.

FAOIUNEP Global Plan of Action
The UNEP's Governing Council has endorsed the Global 
Plan of Action on Marine Mammals and appeals inter alia 
to international organisations to make financial 
commitments to the Plan. The Scientific Committee 
believes that the Global Plan includes the most useful 
formulation of cetacean research needs available at the 
present time. The IDCR Programme has similar interests. 
The Scientific Committee noted that UNEP expects the 
IWC to take the lead role in implementing the cetacean 
component of the Plan. 

The Scientific Committee therefore:

(1) supports the Global Plan of Action as an appropriate 
framework for international action on large and small 
cetaceans;

(2) has reviewed the research proposals before it at this 
year's meeting and other research needs identified by 
the various sub-committees in the framework of the 
Global Plan;

(3) has initiated and is continuing to develop an 
appropriate mechanism whereby the initiative and 
immediacy of the IDCR concept can be integrated as a
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Second International Decade of Cetacean Research 
and a specific component of the Global Plan.

The Scientific Committee recommended that the 
Commission should make a firm commitment to the 
cetacean component of the Plan, endorse the action of the 
Scientific Committee outlined above and consider the 
financial implications of such report.

There was a general discussion in the Finance and 
Administration Committee of the matter and a statement 
from the UNEP observer indicating that a figure of about 
US$ 300,000 might be available for the cetacean part of the 
Plan.

Seychelles suggested that the proposed Antarctic 
sightings cruise might also be contributed to by UNEP 
funds, since it falls within the Global Plan concept.

The Technical Committee then accepted the 
recommendations of the Scientific Committee set out 
above, to which the Commission also gave its agreement.

16. CONSIDERATION OF THE
RECOMMENDATIONS FROM THE CONFERENCE
ON THE NON-CONSUMPTIVE UTILISATION OF

CETACEAN RESOURCES

A Technical Committee Working Group, chaired by Dr 
W. E. Evans (USA), met prior to the Annual Meeting with 
the following terms of reference:

(1) To examine the recommendations contained in the 
Conference Report.

(2) On the basis of this review, to report to the Technical 
Committee at the 36th Annual Meeting on such 
matters as may fall within the competence of the IWC.

(3) To identify the financial implications of any action. 
Discussions included consideration of the comments 
made by the Scientific Committee.

Japan stated that
The present Convention for regulation of whaling is, no
doubt, for the rational utilisation of the whale resources
through the conservation of the resources and orderly
development of the whaling industry. It is quite clear
from the title, preamble and the provisions themselves
of the Convention that the Convention is for the
consumptive use of whales. Therefore, the Japanese
delegation cannot go along with any allegation that
non-consumptive utilisation has a higher priority than
consumptive utilisation. We cannot support any of the
recommendations given in the report of
non-consumptive utilisation. The remarks just
mentioned can be applied to any individual
recommendations listed in the paper.'
The Soviet delegation stated its principal attitude with

regard to the subject matter of the global conference on
non-consumptive uses of cetacean resources. It
particularly stressed that the recommendations proposed
by the conference do not comply with the main purpose of
the Convention of 1946, and thus are not in line with the
Commission's competence.

It believed that consideration of the above 
recommendations within the IWC does not provide for the 
solution of the crucial problems facing the Commission.

The USA noted that in view of the interventions from 
Japan and the USSR, the Working Group might ask the 
Technical Committee to seek legal advice on the 
competence of the Commission to consider management 
actions relative to non-consumptive uses of whales.

The Working Group therefore reviewed the report of 
the Non-Consumptive Utilisation Conference considering 
benign research, value of protected areas, ecological value 
of cetaceans, recreational whale watching, cetaceans in 
captivity, educational and cultural uses, values of 
cetaceans, conflicts of use and moral questions.

Mexico stated that in the application of the conclusions 
and recommendations reached in the Working Group, 
national programmes and legislation should be taken into 
account respecting the rights of member states in the areas 
under their sovereignty.

The Working Group made no recommendations 
concerning non-consumptive uses of whales and thus did 
not take any position regarding strengthening the IWC 
Secretariat.

Since the Working Group did not forward any 
recommendations for any action in the Technical 
Committee, there are no financial implications to the 
Commission.

The Technical Committee and the Commission took 
note of this report.

17. ADOPTION OF REPORT OF THE SCIENTIFIC 
COMMITTEE

In adopting the Report of the Scientific Committee the 
Commission noted the following points, endorsing them as 
appropriate on the recommendation of the Technical 
Committee:
(1) Twenty-four member nations had failed to submit 
scientific Progress Reports. The Scientific Committee 
reiterated its view of the importance of national Progress 
Reports, some of which are the only source of data 
necessary for stock assessments, and recommends that the 
Commission urges member nations to ensure that they 
submit Progress Reports to the Scientific Committee and 
that they are available on the first day of the Meeting.
(2) The Scientific Committee agreed that the Secretariat 
should respond to requests for advice from CITES as it has 
done in the past, by sending CITES the relevant sections of 
recent Scientific Committee and sub-committee reports. 
However, it drew attention to the concerns it has 
previously expressed regarding this procedure.
(3) The Scientific Committee recommended that the 
Commission should support a visit by the Convenor of the 
sub-committee on Protected Species and Aboriginal 
Subsistence Whaling to observe the spring census of 
bowhead whales.
(4) The Scientific Committee agreed that Hammond 
should represent it at the Third Conference on the 
Bowhead Whale.

The Chairman of the Commission spoke of his own visit 
this year to view at first hand the Eskimo whaling activity 
and the research programme, which gave very valuable 
first-hand knowledge of the situation.
(5) The Scientific Committee noted with great concern the 
problems it had encountered at this meeting arising from 
budget cuts imposed by the Commission, particularly in the 
sub-committee on sperm whales.

It also agreed that in future the Chairman of the 
Scientific Committee and the Secretary should consult 
each other on the financial implications of the budget and 
inform the Committee of any consequences for its 
recommended programme.
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(6) The Scientific Committee strongly recommended that 
the data coding programme initiated in 1982 should be 
continued.
(7) The transfer of BIWS responsibilities to IWC involves

(1) the entry of data already available into the IWC 
computing system

(2) the entry of new data into this system. 
The Scientific Committee strongly recommends that 

both data entry projects be carried out.
(8) The responsibility for the International Marking 
Scheme should now be transferred to the IWC Secretariat. 

The Seychelles commented on the connection between 
the Comprehensive Assessment of Whale Stocks and data 
collection and processing, pointing out that the speed of 
the latter may very well dictate the timing of the first.

(9) The Committee agreed that a procedure should be 
adopted which facilitated the exchange of data between 
IWC and CCAMLR. It was viewed that doing so would 
strengthen ties between the two organizations.

The Committee believes that a basic requisite for 
facilitating access to restricted components of the IWC 
database would be that CCAMLR received permission to 
access such files from affected member governments. It 
recommended a procedure to meet the basic requirements.

The guidelines on availability of data should be 
published in the Scientific Committee's Rules of 
Procedure.
(10) The current procedure regulating the selection of 
non-voting participants in the Scientific Committee 
Meetings should be continued.
(11) Analyses of organochlorine contamination in 
cetacean tissues had been made. It was agreed that the 
subject of chemical pollutants and their effects on 
cetaceans should be included on next year's agenda.
(12) The views of the Scientific Committee on a number of 
proposed meetings were noted, but full consideration was 
deferred, pending financial consideration.
(13) Drs M. F. Tillman and G. P. Kirkwood were elected 
Chairman and Vice-Chairman respectively.

Norway reiterated its view that the Scientific Committee 
does not fulfil the Commission's expectations when it 
presents ambiguous recommendations on management 
issues. Both the USSR and Japan associated themselves 
with this statement.

18. HUMANE KILLING

18.1 Report of the Technical Committee Working Group
The Working Group met prior to the opening of the 
Technical Committee. It was chaired by Dr R. Gambell 
(IWC Secretary) and attended by Australia, Brazil, 
Iceland, Japan, Mexico, New Zealand, Norway, 
Seychelles, USSR, UK, USA and two invited experts. Dr 
H. C. Rowsell and Dr R. H. Lambertsen. Under the terms 
of reference adopted last year it was agreed that the 
Working Group would continue to review available papers 
and evaluate the results of experimental programmes on 
alternatives to the cold grenade harpoon for killing minke 
whales (the original terms of reference); it should also 
include humane killing in aboriginal subsistence whaling; 
as well as review the programme of work in Iceland which it 
has supported on the humane killing of the larger whale 
species.

1. Experimental programmes on alternatives to the cold 
grenade harpoon for killing minke whales 
Norway reported on the development of an improved 
detonating grenade harpoon. The Working Group noted 
its favourable impression of the Norwegian programme 
whose results look promising. It was also noted that 
Norway no longer allows the use of the cold harpoon, and 
that the new grenade harpoon is in use from the beginning 
of the 1984 season. The results in 1984 will be monitored so 
that further modifications may be made if needed.

A Brazilian report prepared by the whaling company on 
experiments with friction fuses for explosive harpoons was 
not very successful. The Working Group suggested that the 
Brazilian company should be advised of the successful 
efforts made by Japan and Norway.

Japan gave a detailed account of its experimental 
programmes, both in the Antarctic and in the coastal 
fisheries. While trying to develop more sensitive fuses, 
safety devices are needed and these are still being 
developed. The Working Group noted that Japan no 
longer uses cold grenade harpoons.

The USSR gave a report on its experience using 90 mm 
harpoons which still require further studies. The Soviet 
experts again drew the attention of the Working Group to 
their principle attitude towards the humane killing issue. 
They strongly felt that scholastic deliberations on that 
problem were imposed upon the Commission and its 
subsidiary bodies and did not contribute to the proper 
fulfilment of the mandate of the Commission. They 
believed that any discussion of that kind is not scientifically 
based and lies beyond the scope of IWC competence.

A representative of the USA expressed the alternative 
view that it is appropriate for the IWC to consider humane 
killing and equipment used, based on Article IV (1) (a) and 
other provisions of the Convention which were considered 
when the bans on the use of the cold harpoon were passed.

2. Programme in Iceland on larger species 
A full report on the project sponsored in part by the IWC, 
conducted with full cooperation by the Icelandic whaling 
operation, was presented.

Behavioural and post mortem observations on 19 fin 
whales killed with explosive harpoons were available. The 
results were discussed in detail by the Working Group 
which concluded that the programme had made a 
substantial contribution to defining criteria needed for 
accurate assessment of killing efficiency.

3. Aboriginal subsistence whaling
As no information was available directly, the Working 
Group recommended that the Secretary again write to the 
governments concerned to solicit documentation of infor 
mation from aboriginal whaling operations on those 
aspects covered within the terms of reference of the 
Working Group. This was endorsed by the Technical 
Committee and agreed by the Commission.

4. Other matters
(1) National laws from Japan and Iceland on killing
animals both aim for as speedy and painless a process as
possible.

The Canadian Federal Trapping Standards call for 
minimum distress and demand death or unconsciousness 
within three minutes.

The Working Group agreed that it is useful to get 
information from as many Contracting Governments as
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possible on their laws on this subject, and requested that 
the Secretary be so instructed.
(2) Information on electric lances was considered from 
Japan and the USSR.
(3) The Working Group noted a review paper supporting 
its previous conclusion that no presently available drug 
should be used for killing whales.
(4) The Report of the International Observer at the 
Japanese land station confirmed that no cold harpoons 
were used.

In adopting its report the Working Group recognised the 
skewed nature of the frequency distributions of times to 
death, and agreed that future reports for all species should 
include, in addition to the basic data, the following 
summary statistics:
(1) The median time to death.
(2) The time by which 90% of the animals had died.
(3) The maximum time to death recorded.
This would facilitate comparison between studies and assist 
in presenting summaries of such studies in reports of this 
Working Group.

It recommended that at present as a practical field 
measurement, cessation of movement be used as the 
criterion for death, and that this should be determined by 
direct observation of the whale at the surface.

In adopting this report the Technical Committee 
accepted these recommendations, which were endorsed by 
the Commission.

19. REGISTER OF WHALING VESSELS

The Secretary presented the Fifth Edition of the 
International Register of Whaling Vessels.

Norway believed that a new edition should be as 
complete as possible. The USA and Australia said that it 
would be very important to have an updated version next 
year. The Technical Committee recommended and the 
Commission agreed that corrections should be supplied to 
the Secretariat by 31 January 1985, and that changes of use 
or condition should be notified.

Peru commented that it only has two vessels operating 
and the Secretary stressed that the Register is based on 
international shipping lists which should therefore also be 
amended as appropriate.

20. AMENDMENT TO THE SCHEDULE

At the 35th Annual Meeting the Commission, in 
accordance with Article VII of the Convention, designated 
the Secretary to receive the statistics up to now 
administered by the Bureau of International Whaling 
Statistics in Sandefjord. This change renders consequential 
amendment of the Schedule necessary, where in 
paragraphs 26(a) and (b) the wording 'Bureau of 
International Whaling Statistics' need to be replaced by 
'Secretary to the International Whaling Commission'.

The Technical Committee recommended these changes, 
which were approved by the Commission.

21. ADOPTION OF REPORT OF THE TECHNICAL 
COMMITTEE

In adopting the report of the Technical Committee, the 
Commission agreed that the infractions and aboriginal 
subsistence whaling sub-committees should meet 
immediately prior to the next Annual Meeting.

22. FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION

The Chairman of the Commission established a Finance 
and Administration Committee which was chaired by Mr 
W. van Reenen (Netherlands) and attended by Argentina, 
Australia, Brazil, the Federal Republic of Germany, 
Iceland. Japan, Mexico, The Netherlands, Norway, Peru, 
Seychelles, the USSR, the UK, and the USA.

22.1 Review of provisional financial statement 1983/84 
The Committee examined the income and expenditure 
figures and explanatory notes prepared by the Secretariat. 
The Secretary noted that at the end of the current financial 
year there will be a substantial shortfall against the budget 
figure because income due from the contributions of many 
member governments had not been received. A further 
implication is a marked drop in the level of funds available 
for investment and a consequent reduction in the interest 
earned.

The Committee expressed great concern that the 
contributions of so many members are in arrears. It 
recommended that the outstanding debt of Dominica 
(which has left the Commission) should not be written off, 
and after discussing additional steps that might be taken to 
persuade member governments to pay outstanding 
contributions, agreed to recommend that the Chairman of 
the Commission should write immediately after the current 
meeting to all Contracting Governments whose 
contributions are in arrears, urging that outstanding 
contributions be met as soon as possible.

Some members pointed out the difficult financial 
situation faced by many if not all countries, and the 
different financial years which also causes problems. 
However, by adhering to the Convention, Contracting 
Governments have accepted certain obligations, including 
payment of contributions, and non-payment by some puts 
an additional burden on those governments who pay their 
contributions in a timely manner.

The United Kingdom underlined its serious concern that 
so many governments are in arrears. It suggested that when 
the Chairman wrote to the debtor governments, he also 
informed the members who had paid so that they could 
encourage payment by those that had not.

The Commission then adopted these recommendations, 
together with the addition proposed by the UK, and on the 
understanding that the Chairman would also write to 
debtor governments which have left the Commission. 
Finally, the Commission accepted the Provisional 
Financial Statement, subject to audit.

22.2 Estimated budget for 1984/85
The Finance and Administration Committee viewed with 
extreme concern the expected shortfall of income in the 
current year and the resulting depletion of reserves. It 
recognised the strong likelihood that a similar shortfall may 
occur in 1984/85, and therefore agreed that it should 
attempt to reduce expenditure during the coming year to 
the lowest possible level consistent with maintaining the 
essential functions of the Commission.

The Committee identified items that might be reduced 
or deleted under the headings of:

Secretariat costs (one less staff position; reduced 
provision for replacement of furniture and equipment; 
reduced travel funding)
Annual Meeting (selection of venue at no cost to the 
Commission; charge for refreshments)
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Other meetings (none of the proposed IWC sponsored
or other scientific meetings to be held in 1984/85; IWC
observers to be members of national delegations already
attending)
Research Fund allocation (reduction in funding for
invited participants and 7th Antarctic minke whale
assessment cruise)
Publications (deletion of budget for Right Whale
Workshop report).
In the light of these savings, the Committee presented a 

revised budget of £449,357 and drew attention to the 
serious consequences of non-payment of contributions, 
which are kept at the same level at last year, £377,672.

During discussion of the revised budget, the 
Commission decided to keep under consideration the need 
for holding meetings annually. Norway emphasised the 
necessity to evaluate the productivity of the meetings, 
including that of the Scientific Committee, a view shared 
by Iceland.

The Commission further agreed to establish a small 
panel, including the Chairman of the Scientific Committee, 
to review the operations of that Committee so that savings 
might be achieved without jeopardising the advice 
required by the Commission.

Norway suggested, with support from Mexico, Japan 
and Peru, that in a time of necessary economy the work of 
the small cetaceans sub-committee might be suspended, 
since it took up a significant part of the publication and 
other costs of the Scientific Committee and has no direct 
bearing on the management tasks of the Comriission. 
Sweden stated it would wish the small cetacean work to be 
resumed as soon as economically possible, if it had to be 
shelved now, while Denmark suggested that this activity 
should be funded from the presently unpaid contributions 
if they are received, a position shared by France. The UK 
and Australia pointed out that the intention of establishing 
the review panel was precisely to consider all the 
operations of the Scientific Committee, including small 
cetaceans.

The Commission also agreed that this panel should give 
high priority to an examination of possible cheaper 
alternatives to the publication of scientific papers.

The report of this Review Panel appears as item 28.
With respect to publications, Norway recognised the 

responsibility of the Commission for the proper 
publication of the valuable scientific material presented. 
However, it suggested that publication of the Annual 
Report might be delayed if the Commission's funds run 
short in the current year. St. Lucia concurred with this 
suggestion.

The Secretary was instructed to continue investigating 
alternative modes of publication, and member 
governments are asked to assist in seeking out possible 
commercial publishers.

In adopting the revised budget, the Commission urged 
all member governments to pay their contributions as early 
as possible in the 90 days period following notification, and 
reaffirmed its decision of last year that borrowing facilities 
should not be established at this time.

22.3 Advance budget estimates for 1985/86 
The Commission accepted the advance budget estimate for 
1985/86 prepared by the Secretariat by updating directly 
the 1984/85 budget adopted. It was recognised that these 
budget estimates cannot take into account any policy 
decisions reached by the Commission at this and the next

Annual Meeting, and are subject to very considerable 
uncertainty.

22.4 Representation of the Scientific Committee in 
meetings of the Technical Committee and Commission
At present there is no provision allowing the Chairman of 
the Scientific Committee to continue this function during 
meetings of the Technical Committee or Commission, 
except as an adviser to a Commissioner. This had given rise 
to a problem when the Chairman of the Scientific 
Committee had not been nominated as a member of a 
national delegation. The Finance and Administration 
Committee agreed that it was essential that the Scientific 
Committee Chairman should be able to participate as 
required in meetings of the Commission and Technical 
Committee and therefore recommended the insertion of a 
new paragraph in the rules Procedure:

The Chairman of the Scientific Committee may attend 
meetings of the Commission and Technical Committee 
in an ex officio capacity without vote, at the invitation of 
the Chairman of the Commission or Technical 
Committee'.

The USSR expressed its reservation on this proposed 
wording because in its view it needed further analysis from 
a legal point of view, while other members suggested that 
the proposal could also be relevant to chairmen of other 
sub-committees.

In plenary, Australia suggested the addition of the word 
'respectively' to the proposed text, to prevent 
misunderstanding, and Seychelles, which seconded this 
ar.,enai;.ent, also thought it desirable that the Chairman of 
the Scientific Committee could be called on by ad hoc 
sub-committees at least. The USSR re-emphasised the 
need, in its view, for a thorough consideration during the 
coming year leading to a decision at the next meeting. In 
response to a question from the Chair on the financial 
implications, the USA and the current Chairman of the 
Scientific Committee both stated that the latter's expenses 
are paid by the organisation for which he works.

On the proposal of Denmark seconded by the USA, the 
Commission agreed by consensus to apply the sense of the 
recommendation until the end of next year's Annual 
Meeting, and to consider at that meeting a formal insertion 
in the Rules of Procedure.

22.5 Access by observers
(1) At present, Plenary and Technical Committee sessions 
are open to accredited observers, but only delegates attend 
sub-committees of the Technical Committee unless the 
sub-committee agrees otherwise unanimously. The USA 
proposed acceptance of the principle of allowing access by 
accredited observers to sub-committees and Working 
Groups of the Technical Committee excepting the 
Infractions sub-committee, provided that any resulting 
increase in costs to the Commission be borne by such 
observers.

Some members of the Finance and Administration 
Committee expressed sympathy with this proposal, 
believing that within the NGOs (Non-Governmental 
Organisations) there exists a source of expertise upon 
which the Commission may usefully draw. Other members 
strongly opposed the proposal, expressing the opinion that 
the presence of NGO observers would not enhance quiet 
and constructive discussion.

In the absence of a consensus, the USA did not seek to 
pursue the proposal any further.
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(2) St Lucia spoke of its belief that the Annual Meeting 
next year will be historic, as it will be the first time that the 
Commission will not be establishing commercial catch 
limits. It therefore proposed that the Secretariat should be 
instructed to accept the attendance at the 37th Annual 
Meeting of the first twenty-five representatives of the press 
who make such a request, with the same rights and duties 
as Observers have at that meeting, including a financial 
contribution of £50.

This proposal was seconded by St Vincent, and the 
USSR questioned if it was a change to the Rules of 
Procedure. St Lucia replied that it was an arrangement 
proposed only for next year's meeting. Norway and the 
Seychelles referred to the existing Rules governing the 
attendance of Observers, and the Secretary, in response to 
a query from Denmark, outlined the Commission's present 
practice with respect to a sound relay to the Press of the 
plenary sessions and physical access to the opening session.

Norway expressed the view that the good order of the 
Commission's work would not be enhanced by such a 
decision, a position shared by the USA, while the USSR 
and Japan also associated themselves with this view, 
adding that such a change should be reflected in the Rules 
of Procedure.

In the absence of a consensus on the matter, St Lucia 
then withdrew its proposal.

22.6 Additions to Rules of Procedure
The Secretary had suggested two possible additions to the 
Rules of Procedure to reflect the conditions attached to the 
attendance of International NGO Observers at meetings, 
including the levy of a registration fee, and to indicate the 
additional responsibility imposed on the Secretary for the 
International Whaling Statistics.

The Commission adopted these amendments of the 
Rules of Procedure, the USSR expressing its reservation 
while not opposing in principle the wording. The new texts 
are as follows: 
Add the following to Rule B.2(b):

'The Commission shall levy a registration fee and 
determine rules of conduct, and may define other 
conditions for the attendance of such observers'.

Insert as a new Rule F.2(e):
'receive, tabulate and publish notifications and other 
information required by the Convention in such form 
and manner as may be prescribed by the Commission'.

Existing Rules F.2(e) and (f) will then be renumbered 
F.2(f) and (g) respectively.

22.7 Suspension of the right to vote
Japan had included this item in the agenda in order to 
provide the opportunity for members to comment on this 
important issue. The Finance and Administration 
Committee had no specific proposal before it, but during 
the course of the Annual Meeting, Peru objected to its loss 
of voting rights under the Commission's Rule of Procedure 
C.l(b) which automatically suspends the right to vote of 
representatives of any Contracting Government whose 
annual payments have not been received by the 
Commission within 21 months of the due date until 
payment is received, unless the Commission decides 
otherwise.

The matter was then discussed by the Commissioners 
and the Chairman of the Commission explained to a

subsequent meeting of the plenary session that Peru had 
presented a letter concerning its position, and had 
commented on the particular environmental and economic 
difficulties it faced. He proposed that the voting rights 
should be restored until the end of the present Annual 
Meeting, and that he establish a small group of 
Commissioners to look further into the question of voting 
rights and the application of the Rules of Procedure. This 
was agreed by consensus, St Lucia and the Seychelles 
entering their reservations on the procedure adopted.

Peru thanked the members of the Commission for their 
understanding in this matter.

Later, when Uruguay took its seat in the meeting, it 
requested the Commission to decide that the right to vote 
of the representatives of Uruguay shall not be suspended 
for this Annual Meeting. This proposal was seconded by 
Peru, and Norway requested that the question be put to a 
vote. Uruguay had explained its position with respect to its 
financial obligations to a meeting of Commissioners, and in 
the plenary session St Lucia and Belize stated that they 
were satisfied by this explanation. The Philippines and 
India believed that there should be no discrimination in the 
application of the Rules of Procedure, and France drew a 
parallel with the similar earlier decision reached by 
consensus. Other explanations of their vote were given by 
the UK, Norway, the Federal Republic of Germany, the 
Netherlands and Sweden in which they emphasised the 
severe financial problems caused by the arrears of 
contributions and the absence of an unconditional 
assurance from Uruguay regarding settlement of its debt.

The proposal was then adopted with 15 votes in favour, 6 
against and 13 abstentions.

The small group of Commissioners proposed by the 
Chairman to consider the procedural questions in relation 
to Rule of Procedure C.l(b) comprised Denmark 
(Convenor), Mexico, Norway, St Lucia and the USA.

The Small Group agreed as follows:
(1) No change should be made in the Rules of Procedure,
(2) Any consideration of matters arising under Rule of 

Procedure C.l(b) should take place before the 
beginning of an Annual or Special Meeting of the 
Commission.

(3) A Contracting Government which wishes to raise any 
such matter for consideration by the Commission 
should (through the Secretary) give notice to all other 
Contracting Governments at least 30 days before the 
Meeting. This notice should state the background of 
the request and provide a forecast of the expected date 
of any relevant payment.

(4) In order to make the implementation of point 3 
possible, the Secretary is instructed to act on Financial 
Regulation E. 1 as soon as possible after any budget has 
been approved in compliance with Financial 
Regulation D.

(5) Requests mentioned under point 3 should be 
considered by the Commission the day before the start 
of the Meeting. Any decision should be taken the same 
day in a formal session of the Commission.

(6) Decisions should be made on a case-by-case basis.
(7) The Chairman of the Commission should, at the same 

time as the Secretary gives the notice identified in 
point 3, call for the meeting of the Commission 
required in point 5.

(8) The appropriate elements of the above recommend 
ations should not be incorporated into the 
Commission's Rules of Procedure for the time being,
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but they should be recorded in the proceedings of the 
36th Annual Meeting.

In the ensuing discussion, the USSR suggested that 
because of the short time available to review the proposals, 
the Commission should consider the question at the next 
Annual Meeting and decide on the appropriateness of the 
inclusion of the recommendations in its Rules of 
Procedure.

The USA raised the possibility of receiving comments by 
mail, and Norway, while recognising both these points, 
suggested that without taking any position or definitive 
decision, the Chairman and Secretary could act in the spirit 
of the report. The UK supported this approach, adding the 
strong recommendation to all Contracting Governments to 
observe the spirit of point 3.

The Chairman reviewed all these points, and committed 
himself and the Secretary to follow the guidelines in 
accordance with the Rules of Procedure in the coming year 
before the matter is decided at the next meeting. This was 
approved by the Commission.

22.8 Examination of credentials
The Commission confirmed that the procedure agreed at 
the 35th Annual Meeting with respect to the examination 
of credentials should be adopted at the present meeting.

23. DATE AND PLACE OF ANNUAL MEETINGS, 
1985 AND 1986

The Secretary reported that he had found venues in 
Eastbourne and Bournemouth which are prepared to 
provide facilities at no charge to the Commission. The 
consensus of the Finance and Administration Committee 
was that security arrangements acceptable to the 
Commission could be made at either site. The Commission 
agreed therefore, in order to reduce costs, that the 1985 
annual meetings of the Scientific Committee and 
Commission be held consecutively at Eastbourne or 
Bournemouth. The Secretary was instructed to make firm 
bookings and confirm dates as quickly as possible.

Recognising the financial constraints that will apply in 
the coming years, the Secretary was also instructed to 
arrange the most appropriate dates and venues for the 1986 
Annual Meeting, consistent with budget allocations.

24. ADOPTION OF REPORT OF THE FINANCE AND 
ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE

In adopting the report of the Finance and Administration 
Committee and commending the Chairman, rapporteur 
and members for their work, the Commission took note of 
three matters which the committee had considered under 
Any Other Business.

1. In the light of the concerns over the current financial 
situation, several members drew attention to the possible 
need for presentation of a Supplementary Budget during 
the next financial year. The Commission confirmed that to 
facilitate the actions required the Finance and 
Administration Committee continues in existence until a 
new Committee is constituted by the Chairman in 
accordance with the Rules of Procedure.

2. The possibility of seeking partial funding from UNEP 
for the 7th Southern Hemisphere minke whale research 
cruise was discussed at length. In the light of the lengthy 
and complicated procedures required to secure agreement

on an allocation of funds from UNEP, it was agreed not to 
approach UNEP seeking funding of this year's cruise.

However, the Finance and Administration Committee 
believes that the Commission should welcome funds that 
may be available from UNEP for other research projects 
identified and accorded priority by the Scientific 
Committee. A mechanism whereby UNEP funding could 
be sought for IWC projects needs to be developed. The 
UNEP Observer outlined the main features of the Global 
Plan of Action for Marine Mammals and some features of 
the funding policy.

3. The Commission's policy on paying overheads on 
research proposals submitted to the IWC for funding was 
requested by the Scientific Committee, and referred to the 
review panel established under agenda item 22.2, and 
reported in item 28.

25. COOPERATION WITH OTHER ORGANISATIONS

The Secretary introduced the reports from IWC Observers 
attending meetings, and other contacts with various 
organisations.

The IWC was represented at meetings of CCAMLR, 
ICES, FAO(COFI), IATTC, ICCAT, ICSEAF, and the 
FAO/UNEP Global Plan of Action for Marine Mammals.

CCAMLR confirmed that it does not wish to formalise 
working arrangements with other organisations, but will 
continue to develop them through communication 
between Secretariats.

The Commission took note of these reports.

26. THIRTY-FIFTH ANNUAL REPORT

The Commission adopted the 35th Annual Report, 
presented in draft form, subject to the addition of the 
tables of whale catches and infractions data.

27. ELECTION OF CHAIRMAN AND 
VICE-CHAIRMAN

Mr Iglesias reached the end of his three years term of office 
as Chairman of the Commission, and Mr Lemche the end 
of his term as Vice-Chairman at this 36th Annual Meeting.

St Lucia proposed that in the special circumstances of 
the next Annual Meeting, which will be the first at which 
commercial catch limits will not have to be established, it 
will be helpful to have the continuity of the experience of 
the present Chairman and Vice-Chairman. This would be 
in accordance with the Rules of Procedure, whereby these 
officers remain in office until their successors are elected. 
The elections are therefore to be considered as merely 
being deferred, and not that there is no agreed candidate, 
since there is a recognised line of succession for the 
position of Chairman from the Vice-Chairman.

This proposal was seconded by Brazil, Denmark, the 
USA, Antigua and Barbuda, Oman, Belize, Mexico, Peru, 
the Peoples' Republic of China, the Seychelles, France and 
Spain, and adopted unanimously.

Norway commented that it was important to keep a good 
team at a session which will be characterised by the 
problems with which the Commission is faced, and Antigua 
and Barbuda remarked on the fact that next year will be the 
50th anniversary of the first suggestion by Dr Suarez of 
Argentina in the League of Nations that whales belong to 
all mankind.
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As a consequence of this decision, the Commission also 
agreed that Mr I. L. G. Stewart (New Zealand) should 
continue as Vice-Chairman of the Technical Committee.

28. REPORT OF THE PANEL ESTABLISHED TO
REVIEW THE OPERATIONS OF THE SCIENTIFIC

COMMITTEE AND ITS SUB-COMMITTEES
INCLUDING THOSE RELATED TO SMALL

CETACEANS

The Convenor of the Review Panel, Mr I. L. G. Stewart 
(New Zealand), presented the report of the group 
comprising representatives from Argentina, France, 
Japan, Mexico, New Zealand and St Lucia.

The panel established as described in item 22.2 
concluded that it would not be practicable, in the time 
available at this session, to engage in a serious review of 
the operations of the Scientific Committee and its 
sub-committees. The panel therefore concentrated its 
attention on the modalities for bringing about such a 
review in the future. It also bore in mind that next year the 
tasks of the International Whaling Commission, and, 
therefore, the nature and extent of the advice to be sought 
from the Scientific Committee, may become clearer.

The panel therefore recommended:

(1) that a Working Group be established at this session, 
with a composition of seven members, representative 
of the different tendencies within the Organisation, 
and desirably including one or more members with a 
background of experience in the work of the Scientific 
Committee;

(2) that the Secretary should be requested to write to all 
member governments as soon as convenient after the 
close of this session, inviting them to submit their views 
in writing as to the future role and scope of operations 
of the Scientific Committee and its sub-committees. 
The replies should be collated by the Secretariat and 
forwarded to the Chairman and members of the 
Working Group for study and analysis;

(3) that the Working Group should meet immediately 
prior to the next Annual Meeting, and at the same 
venue, in order to prepare a report with proposals for 
consideration by the next session of the Commission.

The panel suggested, as the first step towards 
implementing these recommendations, that the Chairman 
of the Commission might wish to consider the possibility of 
inviting all delegations interested in serving on the 
proposed Working Group to indicate their interest to the 
Chairman. From the resulting list a membership with a 
balanced composition could be selected.

The Commission adopted this report, and noted the 
comments of the UK that following the Commission's 
usual practice any delegation may attend the meeting of 
the Working Group in addition to the basic membership 
which the UK is willing to join; and that the group should 
examine as a matter of priority certain financial aspects 
identified in the report of the Finance and Administration 
Committee, concerning all the operations of the Scientific 
Committee including small cetaceans, and possible 
cheaper alternatives to the publication of scientific papers.

29. ANY OTHER BUSINESS

1. Under this item the Chairman reminded 
Commissioners of the Commission's customary Rules of 
Procedure, and emphasised the need for a proper 
understanding of these procedural matters. He had 
followed the policy this year of taking the items of the 
various committee reports presented to the plenary session 
as being seconded by the Commission as a whole, as a way 
of speeding the work of the Commission. Similarly, and for 
the same reasons of flexibility and expediency, the 
Commission has an understanding that it can adopt a 
proposal unanimously when all are in agreement, or by 
consensus (when not all are positively in favour but do not 
wish to press their dissent).

The USSR recorded its understanding of these points, in 
particular that in the UN system the term consensus means 
agreement by all concerned.
2. The USA spoke of its belief that because the IWC is an 
important forum for discussion, considerable work should 
be done to focus on the future course of activities within the 
Commission, since a number of its functions may alter. It 
proposed that in addition to having this matter as a major 
agenda item at the next meeting, a small working group 
should be set up by the Chairman to prepare 
documentation for the meeting.

Japan supported this initiative, expressing its concern 
over the proceedings and results of this meeting, and the 
need to combine cooperation to maintain the objectives of 
the Convention at this critical time in the history of the 
Commission.

The Chairman undertook to follow this suggestion, and 
to keep in close contact with all delegations through the 
coming year in order to tackle the problems and the future 
of the Commission.

30. AMENDMENTS TO THE SCHEDULE

The amendments to the Schedule adopted by the 
Commission at the 36th Annual Meeting are shown in 
Appendix 4.

Appendix 1

INTERNATIONAL NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANISATIONS 
REPRESENTED BY OBSERVERS AT THE 36TH ANNUAL MEETING

Agapan
American Association of Zoological

Parks & Aquariums 
American Cetacean Society 
American Friends Service Committee 
Animal Protection Institute of

America

Campaign Whale
Centre for Environmental Education
Connecticut Cetacean Society
The Dolphin Action & Protection

Group
Earth Coexistence Organisation 
Friends of the Earth

Greenpeace International
Institute for the Study of Animal

Problems
International Dolphin Watch 
International Environment Advisers 
International Fund for Animal

Welfare
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International League for the
Protection of Cetaceans 

International Marine Animal Trainers
Association 

International Primate Protection
League 

International Transport Workers
Federation 

Inuit Circumpolar Conference

Inuit Circumpolar Whaling Com 
mission 

Monitor
National Audubon Society 
Save the Whales—Hawaii 
Sierra Club 
Survival International 
Threshold Foundation 
The Whale Coalition 
Waterlife Association

Workgroep Zeehond
Whale Centres International
Windstar Foundation
World Association of World

Federalists
World Council of Indigenous Peoples 
World Society for the Protection of

Animals 
World Wildlife Fund International

Appendix 2

COMMENTS AND ADVICE ON SMALL CETACEANS 
PROVIDED BY THE SCIENTIFIC COMMITTEE

1. Hector's dolphin
Little information on population size, life history 
parameters or population status is available. Incidental 
catches have been recorded, but exau numbers are not 
available.

The Scientific Con.in .. , ises the continuation of 
population studies; plus an investigation of the interaction 
between Hector's dolphins and local fisheries.

2. Heaviside's dolphin
No estimate of population size is available. This species is 
taken incidentally in inshore net fisheries (trawls, 
purse-seines and set nets) off the west coast of South Africa 
and Southwest Africa/Namibia. There is also some direct 
take by hand harpoon.

The Scientific Committee advises that more information 
is required on the level of the incidental take of this species 
(and other dolphin species) in set nets for line fish off 
Southwest Africa/Namibia; additionally, an abundance 
estimate is needed in order to evaluate the impact of any 
incidental take.

3. Chilean (black) dolphin
No data are available on population size or 
population status, but a new direct take of these dolphins 
by harpoon for use as bait in crab traps was identified in the 
western strait of Magellan.

The Scientific Committee advises that information on 
the number of boats operating, number of fishing days per 
boat and number of dolphins taken be requested from the 
Chilean government and also requests that available data 
are presented to the Scientific Committee next year.

4. Commerson's dolphin
Life history parameters are still poorly known for this 
species but are better understood than for the other three 
species of the genus. One population estimate of 3,160 ± 
1,800 (±2 s.e. gives a range of 1.360 to 4.960) is available 
for one portion of the northeastern Strait of Magellan. 
Recent live captures in Argentina and Chile involved at 
least 46 individuals. In Argentina and Chile incidental 
catches in net fisheries and direct catches for bait in crab 
traps are known but estimates of the total removals are not 
available.

The Scientific Committee advises that more information 
is needed on distribution and abundance of Commerson's 
dolphins in Argentina during all seasons and in Chile from 
autumn to spring and requests that the governments of 
Chile and Argentina investigate the levels of incidental and 
direct takes, initiate research to identify alternative sources 
of bait and provide information on such bait to fishermen. 
Argentina stated it would continue to provide information 
on the species.

As a general comment the Scientific Committee stated 
that acoustic observations suggest that echolocation makes 
these small cetaceans especially vulnerable to entangle 
ment in monofilament gill nets.

It advises that additional work is needed on captive and 
wild dolphins (Cephalorhynchus spp.) and phocoenids to 
better understand why they are so vulnerable to gill net 
entanglement. It also advises that studies on life history 
parameters are needed and notes that these should be 
undertaken as soon as possible on all species of 
Cephalorhynchus, especially C. eutropia and C. 
commersonii.

5. Black Sea dolphins and porpoises
The Scientific Committee had invited the participation of a 
Turkish scientist in this year's meeting, but the invitation 
was not accepted. The UNEP observer reported that they 
received a request from the Turkish permanent 
representative to UNEP for advice and assistance on this 
fishery. He reported the Turkish authorities were informed 
that UNEP would support the participation of a Turkish 
scientist at the IWC Scientific Committee Meeting in 1984. 

The Scientific Committee advised that the invitation for 
a Turkish scientist to participate in the meeting of the 
Scientific Committee be reiterated and the IUCN and 
UNEP be encouraged to supply any new information to 
next year's meeting.

6. Statistics
The Scientific Committee also requested re-emphasis of 
the Commission's agreemenf in 1976 to collect and report 
to the Scientific Committee catch statistics for small 
cetaceans including those taken incidentally as well as 
directed catches and live-captures to be included in Annual 
Progress Reports.



28 CHAIRMAN'S REPORT OF THE THIRTY-SIXTH ANNUAL MEETING

Appendix 3

PROPOSALS FROM THE TECHNICAL COMMITTEE 
SUB-COMMITTEE ON ABORIGINAL/SUBSISTENCE WHALING

The sub-committee noted that a great deal of relevant 
information exists in published and unpublished 
documents, as shown by the extensive reference lists 
provided.

The sub-committee agreed to forward its report to the 
Technical Committee and recommended that each 
Commissioner be provided with a set of the submitted 
documents for their immediate use.

The sub-committee recognized that aboriginal/ 
subsistence whaling for gray whales off the Chukchi 
Peninsula, for bowhead whales off Alaska, and for several 
species in Greenland waters is important in meeting 
cultural, nutritional, and subsistence needs. These needs 
should be brought to the attention of all Commissioners as 
effectively as possible.

The sub-committee agreed it was desirable to publish a 
special IWC volume on this subject at some future time.

The sub-committee noted that the Delegation of the 
USSR would seek to provide more information on the 
specific uses of whale products by the aboriginal 
population of the Chukot Region.

Recognizing the nutritional, subsistence and cultural 
significance of aboriginal/subsistence whaling off 
Greenland, which draws upon several species of whales, 
the sub-committee advises that, in considering quotas, the 
populations harvested should be considered together in a 
way consistent with their use.

The sub-committee agreed that the current guidelines 
provided a useful checklist of information to be provided in 
considering aboriginal/subsistence whaling, but that 
further consideration needs to be given to the format of 
documents to take into account the need to update 
information provided as necessary and to improve the 
evaluation of the data as provided in the terms of 
reference.

Appendix 4

AMENDMENTS TO THE SCHEDULE ADOPTED AT THE 36TH ANNUAL MEETING
(Changes and new wording in bold type)

1. Revise paragraph 9(e) as follows: 
South African Inshore
South African Coast west of 27°E and out to the 200 
metre isobath

2. Revise paragraph 11 as follows:
The number of baleen whales taken in the Southern 
Hemisphere in the 1984/85 pelagic season and the 1985 
coastal season shall not exceed the limits shown in 
Tables 1 and 2. However, in no circumstances shall the 
sum of the Area catches exceed the total catch limit for 
each species.'

3. Revise paragraph 12 as follows:
The number of baleen whales taken in the North 
Pacific Ocean and dependent waters in 1985 and in the 
North Atlantic Ocean in 1985 shall not exceed the limits 
shown in Tables 1 and 2.'

4. Amend Tables 1 and 2 as shown
5. Amend paragraph 13(b) to read:

(b) Catch limits for aboriginal subsistence whaling are 
as follows:

(1) the taking of 8 humpback whales not below 35 feet 
(10.7 metres) in length, per year is permitted in 
Greenland waters provided that whale catchers of 
less than 50 gross register tonnage are used for this 
purpose. If the catch limit is exceeded in 1985 or 
1986 so that more than 8 humpbacks are taken in 
either year, the excess shall be deducted from the 
catch limit in the following year.

(2) [unchanged]
(3) The taking of gray whales from the Eastern stock in 

the North Pacific is permitted, but only by 
aborigines or a Contracting Government on behalf 
of aborigines, and then only when the meat and 
products of such whales are to be used exclusively 
for local consumption by the aborigines. The 
number of gray whales taken in accordance with 
this subparagraph in 1985 shall not exceed the limit 
shown in Table 1.

(4) [unchanged] 
6. Amend Table 3 as shown
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TABLE 2. BRYDE'S WHALE STOCK CLASSIFICATION AND CATCH LIMITS

Catch
Classification limit

SOUTHERN HEMISPHERE—1984/85 pelagic 
season and 1985 coastal season

South Atlantic Stock — 0 
Southern Indian Ocean Stock IMS O 1 
South African Inshore Stock — 0 
Solomon Islands Stock IMS O 1 
Western South Pacific Stock IMS O 1 
Eastern South Pacific Stock IMS O 1 
Peruvian Stock — — 2 ' 3

NORTH PACIFIC—1985 season
Eastern Stock IMS 0' 
Western Stock IMS 357 
East China Sea Stock — 0

NORTH ATLANTIC—1985 season IMS O 1

NORTHERN INDIAN OCEAN- 
1985 season — 0

1 Pending a satisfactory estimate of stock size.
2 Available to be taken in a six month period starting in October or November 1984.
3 The catch limit for this stock for the 1985 season will be lower than 165 and thereafter 

shall be zero until the Commission decides otherwise.

TABLE 3. TOOTHED WHALE STOCK CLASSIFICATIONS AND CATCH LIMITS 

SOUTHERN HEMISPHERE 1984/85 pelagic season and 1985 coastal season

SPERM BOTTLENOSE
Classi- Catch Classi-

Divisions Longitudes fication limit fication
1 60°W-30°W — 0
2 30°W-20°E — 0
3 20°E-60°E — 0
4 60°E-90°E — 0
5 90°E-130°E — 0
6 130°E-160°E — 0
7 160°E-170°W — 0
8 170°W-100°W — 0
9 100°W-60°W — 0

NORTHERN HEMISPHERE—1985 season

NORTH PACIFIC
Western Division — —'

Eastern Division — 0

NORTH ATLANTIC — 0 PS?

NORTHERN INDIAN OCEAN — 0

1 No whales may be taken from this stock until catch limits including any limitations on 
size and sex are established by the Commission.*

2 Provisionally listed as PS for 1985 pending the accumulation of sufficient information 
for classification.

* The Government of Japan lodged an objection to footnote 1 of Table 3 within the 
prescribed period. This footnote came into force on 8 February 1982 but is not binding on 
Japan. The Government of Japan withdrew its objection on 11 December 1984 with effect 
from 1 April 1988.


