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Summary of Main Outcomes 

Item and Agenda Item Main outcomes 
Item 3. Aboriginal 
Subsistence Whaling 
Management Procedure 

The Sub-Committee welcomed the progress made by the Scientific 
Committee (SC) on developing SLAs for Greenland hunts, especially the 
completed Humpback SLA. The SC received a full report on conversion 
factors from Greenland and agreed that future reports should go to the 
Commission and be incorporated in need statements if necessary. The SC 
reported that it had completed its Implementation Review for Eastern gray 
whales. The Sub-Committee endorsed the SC report and its 
recommendations. 

Item 4. Aboriginal Whaling 
Scheme (AWS) 

The Sub-Committee noted the SC report on this topic. 

Item 5. Report of the ad hoc 
ASWWG 

The Sub-Committee received the Chair’s summary of the ASWWG meeting 
with hunters and discussed ways forward including a proposed expert 
workshop but was unable to reach conclusions given the inevitably short time 
the summary report was available. There is broad support for continuation of 
the ASWWG. 

Item 6. Aboriginal whaling 
subsistence catch limits 

The Sub-Committee received management advice for all stocks subject to 
ASW hunts from the SC and endorsed its report and recommendations. 

There was a full discussion of the proposed Schedule amendment for the 
Greenland hunts, the updated Greenlandic need statement and the related 
proposed Resolution by the EU. It was not possible to reach consensus and 
the Chair urged countries to work together towards developing a solution in 
time for discussions in Plenary. 
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The meeting took place in Portorož, Slovenia on Friday 12 September 2014. The list of participants is given as 
Appendix 1. 

1. INTRODUCTORY ITEMS 

1.1. Appointment of Chair 
Bruno Mainini (Switzerland) was appointed Chair. 

1.2 Appointment of rapporteurs 
Greg Donovan and Pablo Sinovas (Secretariat) were appointed rapporteurs. 

1.3 Review of documents 
The available documents are listed in Appendix 2. 

2. ADOPTION OF AGENDA 

The adopted agenda is given as Appendix 3. 

3. ABORIGINAL WHALING MANAGEMENT PROCEDURE 

3.1. Progress with the development of Strike Limit Algorithms for the Greenland hunts 
3.1.1 Report of the Scientific Committee 
Donovan, the Chair of the Scientific Committee’s SWG on the AWMP (hereafter the Chair of the SWG) reported 
on the two years of work undertaken by the Committee on this topic (JCRM 15 (suppl.): 20ff and 
IWC/65/Rep1(2014): 18ff).  

In 2008, the Committee developed and the Commission endorsed, a safe ‘interim’ approach to providing advice 
on Greenland hunts that is valid for up to two quota blocks. It is thus working to finalise long-term Strike Limit 
Algorithms (SLAs) for all of the Greenlandic hunts in time for the Commission’s 2018 Biennial Meeting. Four 
SLAs are being developed, for humpback whales, bowhead whales, common minke whales and fin whales. The 
last two have some issues (e.g. stock structure, abundance) in common with RMP work and joint workshops have 
greatly furthered progress on those. A workplan to complete the SLA work by 2017 and 2018 at the latest has been 
developed. Details of the first two years of the plan are given in Table 10 of IWC/65/Rep1(2014). 

Simultaneously with the work on common minke and fin whales, the Committee has been working to finalise 
SLAs for the humpback and bowhead whale hunts.  

With respect to humpback whales, thanks to progress at an intersessional workshop, the Committee was in a 
positon in 2014 to review the results for four candidate SLAs for the set of Evaluation and Robustness Trials. The 
Evaluation Trials covered the broad range of plausible scenarios covering different need scenarios, productivity, 
survey frequency, survey bias, episodic events, stochastic events and environmental stochasticity. The trials also 
allowed for entanglements and vessel strikes throughout the migratory range of the West Greenland feeding 
aggregation, based on information on movements from photo-identification data and available information on the 
two sources of mortality.  The full set of tabular and graphical results are available from the Secretariat.  

After fully reviewing the performance on conservation (highest priority) and need satisfaction, the Committee 
agreed by consensus a Humpback SLA (originally known as SLA3) that meets the Commission’s conservation and 
user objectives and recommended it to the Commission, subject to final validation of the code and archive running 
of the full set of statistics.  

The Committee commended the work of its SWG, the developers and those who finalised the operating model 
and conditioning. It stressed that this successful conclusion could not have been achieved without assistance from 
the Commission’s Developers’ Fund, intersessional workshops and an active intersessional Steering Group. It 
agreed that this process should be followed for the remaining SLAs. 

The Committee also reviewed the results for four candidate SLAs for the Greenlandic hunt of bowhead whales. 
This case is more complex than for the humpback whale case for a number of reasons, primarily related to: 

(1) the SLA can only ‘control’ the Greenland hunt whereas there is a hunt by a non-member nation as well as from 
bycatches; 

(2) it cannot be assumed that Canadian abundance surveys will occur in the future; 

(3) remaining stock structure uncertainty means that scenarios that may be overly conservative must be considered 
including stock structure questions and hunting from a non-member nation.  

Necessary improvements were identified and it is expected to be able to produce a recommended SLA at the 2015 
Annual Meeting.  
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The results from the trials for humpback and bowhead whales also confirmed the value of the interim approach. 

The Committee is aware that Greenland expresses its need in terms of tonnes of edible products rather than 
numbers of individual whales by species and that it has indicated that flexibility is important given the variability 
in the environment. The Committee reiterated that work on a multispecies flexible approach could occur after the 
individual SLAs are completed. 
CONVERSION FACTORS  
At the 2014 Annual Meeting, the Committee welcomed the full report submitted by Greenland on conversion 
factors (i.e. average edible products obtained per strike by species) in response to initial recommendations by a 
Commission special expert group (Donovan et al. 2010) and follow-up recommendations by the Scientific 
Committee. It noted that the provisional conversion factors (for fin, humpback and bowhead whales – the factor 
recommended for common minke whales was based on sufficient data) developed by the expert group appear to 
overestimate the amount of edible products actually obtained (although sample sizes are small), but were generally 
within the confidence intervals. It also noted the low numbers of lost whales in the Greenlandic hunts. 

After receiving this full report, the Committee agreed that annual update reports are unnecessary for the work of 
the Scientific Committee. It suggested that collected data are submitted directly to the Commission when it meets 
and incorporated as necessary into need statements. 

3.1.2 Discussion and recommendations 
The Chair thanked the Committee for its excellent work in developing the Humpback SLA, recognising the 
importance of scientific advice to the work of the Commission on aboriginal subsistence whaling. 

Denmark also thanked the Scientific Committee, stating that it respected the integrity of its advice. It will continue 
to provide all necessary data and information. 

The Sub-Committee endorsed the report of the Scientific Committee and its recommendations. 

3.2 Implementation Review for gray whales 
3.2.1 Report of the Scientific Committee 
The Chair of the SWG reported that the Scientific Committee agreed in 2010 that the ‘PCFG’ (Pacific Coast 
Feeding Group) of gray whales should be treated as a separate management unit. Through a series of workshops 
and work at Annual Meetings, the Committee reviewed a number of management regime options suggested by 
the Makah Tribe to ensure that the Commission’s conservation and user objectives were met for the PCFG. Two 
acceptable ‘variants’ were identified in 2012 and reported to the Commission at that time. However, the 
Committee had noted that some final trials were required and these were undertaken after the 2012 meeting.  

After reviewing the trial results the Committee, agreed by consensus, that the management plan met the 
Commission’s conservation objectives provided that if struck and lost animals are not assumed to be PCFG 
whales, then a photo-identification programme to monitor the relative probability of harvesting PCFG whales in 
the Makah hunting grounds each year must be undertaken, with the results presented to the Scientific Committee 
for evaluation. The proposed management plan has been fully evaluated within the SLA framework.  

The Committee agreed that the next Implementation Review should not occur until the completion of the 
rangewide assessment of gray whales that began with a workshop in 2013. 

3.2.2 Discussion and recommendations 
The Sub-Committee endorsed the report of the Scientific Committee and its recommendations. 

4. ABORIGINAL WHALING SCHEME (AWS) 

4.1 Report of the Scientific Committee 
The Chair of the SWG reported that in 2002, the Committee strongly recommended that the Commission adopt 
the Aboriginal Subsistence Whaling Scheme (IWC, 2003). This scheme covers a number of practical issues such 
as survey intervals, carryover and guidelines for surveys. The Committee has stated in the past that the AWS 
provisions constitute an important and necessary component of safe management under AWMP SLAs. It 
reaffirmed this view as it has for the previous 12 years.  

4.2 Discussion and recommendations 
In discussion, the USA noted that as in past years, it cannot support adoption of an AWS at this time.  It believes 
that the current Aboriginal Subsistence Whaling Management Regime set forth in Schedule paragraph 13(a) has 
worked well for guiding the IWC in its management of subsistence hunts for over 30 years.  It believes that any 
AWS tool must be a true improvement over the IWC’s current procedure and fit within the Scheme set forth in 
Schedule Paragraph 13(a).  This paragraph provides the context and guidance required by the Commission for 
reviewing the Scientific Committee’s advice under any Revised Aboriginal Whaling Management Procedure. 
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The Sub-Committee noted the Scientific Committee’s report on this issue. 

5. REPORT OF THE AD HOC WORKING GROUP ON ABORIGINAL SUBSISTENCE WHALING 

5.1. Chair’s summary of the pre-meeting 
The Chair of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Aboriginal Subsistence Whaling (ASWWG), Dr. Michael Tillman, 
provided a summary of the meeting between the ASWWG and native hunters that took place on 10 September 
2014. Details of the meeting can be found in Part 1 of the ASWWG Chair’s report of this meeting 
(IWC/65/ASWRep01). 

He also summarised discussions during the closed session of the ASWWG.  Details of this meeting and the action 
items for 2014-2016 can be found in Part 2 of the ASWWG Chair’s report (IWC65/ASWRep01).  During this 
meeting the ASWWG discussed ongoing issues before the group, and identified two action items for completion 
during the 2014-2016 intersessional period.  These actions items included: 

(a) The USA and Denmark, with assistance from the IWC’s Head of Science to develop a proposal for a 
workshop to address the long term issues before the ASWWG that are of greatest concern and to further 
define or develop explanatory statements that provide the required context to understand these issues in 
order to facilitate meaningful discussion and develop potential solutions. 

(b) Japan, with assistance from the USA and the IWC Head of Science to prepare a report on the issue of 
local consumption versus commercialism, taking into consideration input provided by the native whalers 
and the ASW countries. 
 

As an outcome of (a), a proposal for an expert workshop to assist the ASW Sub-Committee and the Commission 
with respect to improved procedures for considering ASW catch limits, with a focus on consideration of need, can 
be found at ASW65/ASWRep01 Addendum. 

The Chair of the ASWWG indicated that a full ASWWG report will be completed during the 2014-2016 
intersessional period, at which time all members of the ASWWG will be invited to review and suggested revisions 
to the report before it becomes final.  At that time, it will be forwarded to the IWC Secretariat for posting on the 
IWC website. 

5.2 Discussion and recommendations 
The Chair thanked the ASWWG for its work, noting that he found the meeting with hunters valuable. In particular 
he thanked the Chair of the ASWWG for getting his summary document together in such a short period of time. 

During the discussion, some countries identified areas for improvement and clarification in IWC65/ASWRep01. 
The Chair of the ASWWG agreed to incorporate clarifications and prepare a revised version for consideration in 
Plenary. 

Several countries thanked the Chair of the ASWWG but noted that they needed more time to fully consider the 
report and workplan before reaching conclusions, noting that they may comment in Plenary discussions of this 
item. 

In addition, Mexico noted that they believed that the comments of range states should be required when discussing 
subsistence hunts, including matters related to whalewatching on the same populations. Chile supported Mexico 
noting that any discussions of aboriginal subsistence whaling should take into account the Commission’s 
resolution on non-lethal uses of cetaceans. Argentina, Mexico and Chile stated that they believed that it was 
premature to substitute the word ‘indigenous’ for ‘aboriginal’.  

Russia noted the importance of receiving the views of hunters in the ASW process. It noted the importance of 
flexibility on the question of standardising reporting given the variability in the cultural and other aspects of the 
different hunts. It also commented that with respect to the ‘stinky’ whale issue, a further option to that considered 
in IWC65/ASWRep01 was for such inedible whales to be treated as ‘struck-but-lost’. 

In conclusion, the Chair commented that there was broad support for the continuation of the ASWWG, thanked 
its Chair for offering to update the draft prior to Plenary and noted that discussions would continue in Plenary 
after countries had more time for reflection.  

 

6. ABORIGINAL SUBSISTENCE WHALING CATCH LIMITS 

Before discussing this Item, the Chair noted that he intended to address papers related to the proposed Schedule 
amendment for the Greenland hunt, the new Greenlandic need statement and the proposed resolution by the EU 
after receiving the report of the Scientific Committee on all subsistence hunts. That discussion can be found under 
Item 6.8 
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6.1 Bering-Chukchi-Beaufort (BCB) Seas bowhead whale  
6.1.1 Report of the Scientific Committee 
The Chair of the SWG reported that the Committee had agreed a new abundance estimate of 16,892 (95%CI 
15,705 – 18,928) for 2011 (and an average annual increase of 3.7% (95% CI: 2.8-4.7%). It reaffirmed that the 
Bowhead SLA is the appropriate management tool for the BCB bowhead whales and repeated its advice that the 
strike limits adopted by the Commission for the six-year block 2013-18 (i.e. 336 with a maximum of 67 in any 
one year) will not harm the stock. 

6.1.2 Discussion and recommendations 
The Sub-Committee endorsed the report of the Scientific Committee and its recommendations. 

6.2 North Pacific gray whales  
6.2.1 Report of the Scientific Committee 
The Chair of the SWG reported that the Committee reiterated that the Gray Whale SLA is the appropriate 
management tool for the eastern North Pacific gray whales and repeated its advice that the strike limits adopted 
by the Commission for the six-year block 2013-18 (i.e. 744 with a maximum of 140 in any one year) will not 
harm the stock. It also agreed that the Makah management plan (including maintenance of an ongoing research 
programme) recommended at SC/65a was the appropriate tool for the management of that hunt if it takes place. 

6.2.2 Discussion and recommendations 
The Sub-Committee endorsed the report of the Scientific Committee and its recommendations. 

6.3 Common minke whales off Greenland 
6.3.1 Report of the Scientific Committee 
WEST GREENLAND 
The Chair of the SWG reported that in 2009, the Committee was able to provide management advice for this stock 
for the first time. This year, using the Commission’s agreed interim approach (IWC, 2009) and last year’s revised 
estimate of abundance (16,100 CV=0.43), the Committee advised that an annual strike limit of 164 will not harm 
the stock. The Committee welcomed information from Greenlandic samples that contributed to its work on stock 
structure of North Atlantic common minke whales and encouraged continued sample collection (and see Item 9.5 
below). 
EAST GREENLAND 
The Chair of the SWG reported that the catches of minke whales off East Greenland are believed to come from 
the large Central stock of common minke whales. The most recent strike limit of 12 represents a very small 
proportion of the Central Stock which numbers around 40,000. The Committee repeated its advice of last year 
that an annual strike limit of 12 will not harm the stock. 

6.3.2 Discussion and recommendations 
The Sub-Committee endorsed the report of the Scientific Committee and its recommendations. 

6.4 Fin whales off West Greenland 
6.4.1 Report of the Scientific Committee 
The Chair of the SWG reported that based on the agreed 2007 estimate of abundance for fin whales (4,500, 95%CI: 
1,900-10,100) and using the agreed interim approach, the Committee repeated its advice that an annual strike limit 
of 19 whales will not harm the stock. The Committee welcomed information from Greenlandic samples that 
contributed to its work on stock structure of North Atlantic fin whales and encouraged continued sample 
collection. 

6.4.2 Discussion and recommendations 
The Sub-Committee endorsed the report of the Scientific Committee and its recommendations. 

6.5 Bowhead whales off West Greenland  
6.5.1 Report of the Scientific Committee 
The Chair of the SWG reported that based upon the agreed abundance estimate for 2012 (1,274, CV=0.12) and 
the agreed interim approach, the Committee repeated its advice that an annual strike limit of two whales will not 
harm the stock. 

6.5.2 Discussion and recommendations 
The Sub-Committee endorsed the report of the Scientific Committee and its recommendations. 

6.6 Humpback whales off West Greenland 
6.6.1 Report of the Scientific Committee 
The Chair of the SWG reported that based on last year’s revised and agreed estimate of abundance for humpback 
whales (2,704 CV=0.34) and the agreed interim approach, the Committee agreed that an annual strike limit of 10 
whales will not harm the stock. 
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Furthermore, the Committee recommended that the new Humpback SLA (agreed above under Item 3.1.2) should 
be used to provide management advice by the Committee in the future, following completion of the usual final 
validation/checking process. The Committee noted that the Humpback SLA, if used now, would provide the same 
management advice as the interim approach for within this period, i.e. that an annual strike limit of 10 whales will 
not harm the stock. 

6.6.2 Discussion and recommendations 
The Sub-Committee endorsed the report of the Scientific Committee and its recommendations. 

6.7 Humpback whales off St. Vincent and the Grenadines 
6.7.1 Report of the Scientific Committee 
The Chair of the SWG reported that the Committee has agreed that the animals found off St. Vincent and the 
Grenadines are part of the large West Indies breeding population (abundance estimate 11,570 95%CI: 10,290-
13,390). The Commission adopted a total block catch limit of 24 for the period 2013-2018. The Committee 
repeated its advice that this block catch limit will not harm the stock. 

6.7.2 Discussion and recommendations 
The Sub-Committee endorsed the report of the Scientific Committee and its recommendations. 

6.8 Consideration of matters related to the proposal for catch limits for the Greenland hunt 
6.8.1 Presentation of documents 
DENMARK/GREENLAND 
Denmark introduced two papers, its proposed Schedule amendment (IWC/65/6) and its new need statement 
(IWC/65/17). With respect to strike limits the proposal for West Greenland was for 164 common minke whales, 
2 bowhead whales, 19 fin whales and 10 humpback whales for each of the next four years. In addition for East 
Greenland the proposal was for 12 common minke whales. The proposed strike limits are, as in previous requests, 
consistent with the advice of the Scientific Committee. Denmark also welcomed the significant achievements by 
the Scientific Committee on developing SLAs for the Greenland hunts and its acknowledgement of progress on 
conversion factors 

Denmark noted that the proposal was supported by a comprehensive need statement with new and additional 
information which explains the needs related to the multispecies opportunistic hunt and satisfies all IWC 
requirements. 

The representative from Greenland summarised the need statement on behalf of the people of Kalaallit Nunaat – 
Greenland with 17 towns and 73 settlements along the coast with a population of about 56, 000 in 2014. She noted 
that there are four important elements in work of the Sub-committee: (1) to receive information from the Scientific 
Committee; (2) to consider nutritional, subsistence and cultural needs; (3) to consider the use of whales taken; and 
(4) to provide advice to the Commission.   

Greenland sincerely wishes for a consensus solution that maintains its trust in the IWC as an international 
management organisation. 

The discussion of the Greenlandic need statement dates back to the late 1970s and considerable documentation 
has been presented and discussed over the years. Major improvements in data, information, research and 
management measures have been accomplished since that time. These are considered in the need statement and 
the need in tonnes for West Greenland endorsed by the IWC in 1990 and 1991 arose from consideration of average 
yearly catches for the 20-year period prior to the moratorium and conversion factors for edible products. The 
situation in East Greenland is for a single species hunt so is expressed in numbers and there are no plans to change 
the request. 

Using the new conversion factors from the IWC expert group report gives a potential of 654 tonnes. Using the 
population for West Greenland in 2014 this corresponds to 1 monthly dinner for a family of 5 but in reality based 
on actual numbers landed from 2008-12 it amounts to 594 tonnes or 1 monthly dinner for a family of 4. The 
proposed quotas for 2015-18 suggest edible products between 145 and 205 tonnes less than the documented actual 
need for West Greenland of 799 tons. Allowing Greenland to obtain sufficient whale products to fulfil the 
documented need will also protect the global climate and the environment by rationally using local resources.  

The hunt will be sustainable and well-regulated. Furthermore, Greenland will continue to work actively on 
improving the welfare aspects and continue to submit data and be committed to other IWC relevant activities. It 
hopes that the IWC will be able to take management decisions based on the best available scientific knowledge 
and with respect for the cultural, nutritional and socio-economical needs of Kalaallit and in this respect also fulfils 
the obligations of the IWC Convention. 

Denmark concluded that in the longer term, it wished to see a more stable less politicised and truly six-year quota 
block management of ASW based on objective, scientifically based information that allows for the hunters and 
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authorities in ASW countries to plan and use resources in a meaningful and effective way. It wished to thank all 
those who have engaged constructively in the intense dialogue and consultations over the past year in overcoming 
the very difficult situation faced by us and the IWC, including the engagement of the Bureau, the Chair, and a 
large number of IWC members, and with the assistance of the Secretariat. 

It noted that its proposal is part of a package solution agreed with the EU that addresses both short term and long 
term issues. As such Denmark believed that it is a sensitive and carefully balanced compromise, developed to 
addresses a number of broad concerns among IWC members. Denmark encouraged all contracting governments 
to support the schedule proposal as part of the package by consensus. Its sincere hope is that a solution can be 
found at this meeting to allow the IWC to continue managing subsistence whaling of Greenland and for Denmark 
to remain an active partner in the conservation and management of the world’s large whales, including 
participation in the ASW sub-committee. 
EUROPEAN UNION 
Italy introduce the proposed resolution (IWC/65/15) on behalf of those EU Member States that are members of 
the IWC. It noted that the EU and its Member States support aboriginal subsistence whaling to satisfy aboriginal 
subsistence needs. The proposed resolution is part of a broader package on aboriginal subsistence whaling and 
was drafted in the light of progress made on a number of matters since IWC64, including the updated Greenlandic 
need statement and Schedule proposal as well as advice from the Scientific Committee.  

The proposed Resolution aims to strengthen the IWC management of ASW through a more consistent and long-
term approach. It further aims to stimulate the proactive participation of all contracting governments in the work 
of the ASW Sub-committee and its related Working Groups. It also contains a number of requests to the Scientific 
Committee and to the ASW Sub-committee to set a substantive mid-term work plan (2014-2018), recognising that 
the former is in line with the workplan already proposed by the Committee itself. The latter is also in accord with 
the proposal for an expert workshop developed in ASW65/ASWRep01 Addendum as referred to under Item 5.1 
above. 

Italy emphasised that great care went into developing the content and wording of the Resolution with the aim of 
addressing all relevant issues and problems in a balanced way. The sponsors very much hope that this resolution 
is received positively and it is willing to work with all IWC members to try to reach consensus. 

6.8.2 Discussion and recommendations 
There was considerable discussion and a short summary is provided below. 

A number of countries expressed concern over some issues that meant that they were unable to support the 
proposed Schedule amendment and Resolution as they stood. 

Argentina noted that while it supported ASW in general it had a number of concerns, shared by other members of 
the ‘Buenos Aires Group’ primarily related to (a) the fact that the catches taken since 2012 had not been recognised 
as infractions by Denmark, as it had already raised in the Infractions Sub-Committee; and (b) the strong 
commercial component of the Greenland hunts compared to other ASW hunts. In addition, it believed that the 
present ASWWG should be allowed to continue its work at its present pace and it referred to its comments in that 
group regarding (a) whalewatching (i.e. that whalewatching companies and all the range state countries of a 
population hunted under ASW  should participate in discussions and provide their view on the potential impacts 
on the availability of whales for other communities and other uses e.g. whalewatching)  and (b) that need requests 
must be in terms of numbers of whales not tonnes of edible products. It was thus not able to support consensus. 

This view was supported by Panama and Mexico, the former referring to whalewatching in the Dominican 
Republic and the latter to the fact that the need statement referred to the full population of Greenland not only 
aboriginals. Peru and Chile also concurred with the views of the three countries above. Chile raised additional 
concerns at the calculations in the need statement, particularly related to the amount of edible products consumed 
(which it believed conflicted with a study from the University of Southern Denmark) and the use of projected 
human population numbers rather than true consumption today, thereby overestimating need. It also reiterated 
concerns over sales to tourists and commercialisation and believed catches of small cetaceans must also be 
considered as part of the need statement. Uruguay concurred with the above concerns, noting in addition that it 
believed that the Scientific Committee was spending too much time on the SLA process and other matters related 
to direct exploitation which meant that it was not dedicating sufficient effort to conservation issues on non-lethal 
problems. 

Monaco, whilst expressing sympathy for the above views but also for the situation of Denmark/Greenland, 
believed that more effort was required to reach consensus. It noted that the consideration of multi-species 
harvesting in the need statement should take all species into account including fish and seals as well as all 
cetaceans. It commented that the waters of West Greenland were rich and that careful consideration should be 
made before migratory species are taken, noting that humpback whales migrate between Greenland and the 
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Caribbean. Australia agreed with Monaco and requested information from Denmark on the consultation process 
with range states.  

A number of other countries expressed support for the proposed Schedule amendment and Resolution.  

The USA commended Denmark for their extensive outreach and consultations over the last 2 years. The proposal 
was in agreement with Scientific Committee advice and request was sufficiently documented in the updated needs 
statement; it hoped the proposed Schedule amendment would be adopted by consensus.  The USA also echoed 
the comments by Denmark regarding the existing long-term issue of the politicization of ASW catch limits.  These 
extended discussions unnecessarily took time away from discussion of conservation and other important issues. 
It also supported adoption of the Resolution which addresses issues raised with respect to the Greenland hunt and 
on long-standing ASW issues and concerns. It considered the proposed resolution to be consistent with the 
ASWWG’s recommendations and the work of the ASW Sub-Committee. 

The Russian Federation also welcomed the new documents and strongly supported solving ASW issues by 
consensus. With respect to the resolution it noted discussions in the ASWWG about the need for flexibility when 
considering levels of ‘standardisation’ with need statements, given the variety of cultural and practical aspects of 
the various ASW hunts. It believed that the Resolution is applicable only to Greenland and will thus support the 
consensus. 

Sweden referred to its support for ASW and for Greenlandic hunts and agreed with the USA view that the proposal 
was sustainable and met IWC requirements in its updated need statement. It recognised the need to be careful with 
respect to ‘standardisation’ and definitions of need. Finland concurred with Sweden. 

Norway stated that in its view there are only two types of whaling: sustainable or unsustainable. As the proposal 
was clearly sustainable it was not concerned about the need statement and it would thus support it. 

Japan commented on the excellent progress made by Denmark, Greenland and the EU. It agrees with Norway and 
Sweden and supports the proposal. It believes sustainability is the key concept and warned against arrogant 
attitudes that wish to dictate what people in other countries or communities should eat. 

In its closing comments, Denmark thanked all of the countries for their views on this issue that it recognised was 
complex. It stressed that it had provided the need statement for information not approval. The issue of need is 
complex and there are many aspects involved; consideration of the full complexity is a matter for the government 
concerned. It is clear that this is not commercial whaling but hunting carried out by aboriginal subsistence 
communities and in line with previous definitions agreed by the IWC. It has tried extremely hard to address all 
concerns that have been expressed at previous meetings and during its extensive consultation process, which had 
included as many Commission members as possible including a telephone conference with the Buenos Aires 
group and had received no concrete suggestions that it had not tried to accommodate. It truly hoped that the 
Commission could move forward positively on this issue by consensus. 

In its closing remarks, Italy on behalf of the EU thanked all those who had supported the proposed Schedule 
amendment/Resolution package. It reiterated that great care and time had gone into drafting the resolution after 
serious consideration of the revised need statement. It urged those countries opposing consensus to consult and 
reconsider and try to move forward. The UK and France supported this view. 

In conclusion, the Chair noted that there was no consensus on the proposed Schedule amendment/Resolution at 
present. He reiterated the importance of the issue to the IWC and urged countries to work together towards 
developing a solution in time for discussions in Plenary. 

7. OTHER MATTERS 

No other business was raised. 

8. ADOPTION OF REPORT 

The report was adopted by correspondence on 14 September 2014.
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