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The CHAIRMAN: Will the Eighth Meeting of the
International Whaling Commission please come to order.

Your Excellency, Gentlemen, I am glad to see so many of you
around this table; and I would like to call your attention for
His Excellency, Mr. Nugent, the representative of the British
Government.

Mr. G. R. H. NUGENT (Parliamentary Secretary, Ministry
of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food): Mr. Chairman, your
Excellencies, Ladies and Gentlemen, this is an honour teo which
I lock forward with great pleasure. I have done it twice beflre
and now I think already I know a number of you distinguished
ladles and gentlemen here; and it is a great pleasure for me to
se¢ you here again, opening as I am today this Eighth Meeting of
your International Whaling Commission.

Cn behalf of Her Majesty's Government I welcome you most
warmly to London for this Meeting. I am sure that the Meeting
will be e great success; and I hope that you will enjoy your
visit to London, and that you wlll enjoy your stay in our
country. If you gentlemen who come from other countries see
a distracted air on the faces of the English Delegates in the
next day or two, please. do not think they are upset by the course
of the Conference: 1f there is one subject which worries us even
more ?han the conservation of whales it is the coneervation of th
Ashes,. We are now in the middle of the Test Match against the
Australians, let me explain for the benefit of our visitors, and
we are still hoping very much that we shall beat them, but the
matter is in the balance, and is a matter of great anxiety for
all of us.

As well as your distinguished selves visiting this country,
I see from the daily papers we have another distinguished
vigitor, Miss Marilyn Munroe. She has cbviously come to
England to disprove the saying of our great literary man, Dr.
Johnaon, he adjured us"never believe in round figures',. Miss
Munroe has obviously come here to prove that he was wrong.
One has only to take one look at her to see the truth that
round figures do exist - sven without the assistance of the
by-product of your industry which so often helps the ladies’
figures!

To turn, Mr. Chalrman, to more serious matiels, I would like
to congratulate you on continuing to maintain this International
Whaling Commission. This, as I say, is your Eighth Meeting, and
the exlstence of the Intermational Whaling Commission is a great
tribute to the good sense and the farsightedness of each one
of the. seventeen nations who subscribe to it. You
have had the wisdom to recognize that with the tremendous
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catching power of your modern whaling fleets the continuing
existence of whale stocks in sufficlent strength to make them
commercially interesting is continucusly in danger unless you
take some effective measure to control that catching power.
You have done this by establishing an internaiioconal code of
ecatching which you each one of you in your own national
governments have encoded in the law of your countries to
ensure that it will be effectively observed. And so each
year you meet in this International Commission to review the
. progress of the work of the Commission, to review the trend

of whaling stocks and to take the difficult decision of what
should be the cateh ceiling for the future. -

I am sure that you would join with me in paying our respect
and gratitude }o the scientists for the tremendous work that
they undertake in cheeking and surveying the behaviour of the
whales, and so giving you reliable repcrts on the level of the
astocks and the trend of stock, to advise you on what in fact is
& safe ceiling for the catch,.

This year once again you will have to decide what should
be the catch ceiling for the future, and I think I would not ve
understating the situation if I seid as the years go by this
decision becomes not easier but more difficult. Inevitably
it is so with the immensely strong catching capacity of your
modern fleets.

In years gone by the catching of whales was a most
hazardous affair. The odds on the .survival of the whale were
very much greater than those on the survival of the catcher.

I have recently learnt of interesting records of very early
whaling fleets centuries ago who observed the South American
Indians, the Red Indians, practising whaling in those regions.
Their technigue was to paddle out their canoes, which were
swift but very flimsy, until they were alongside the whale when
the leader of the canoe stepped off onto the head of the whale
and proceeded to thrust into one of the blow-holes of the whale
a sharpened stake. 0f course this conslderanly disconcerted
the whale, and the stake was held there until the whale actuelly
sounded. The Red Indian then sprang back into the canoce if he
could; and each time the whale surfaced again the same process
was followed, the idea being to prevent the whale breathing so
that finally the whale was literally drowned. One can well
imagine the convolutions and gyrations of the agonised whale
trying hard to breathe and slowly being suffocated and drowned.
What a hazardous business it must have been for the Red Indian
involved in jumping backwards and forwards on his head each
time he surfaced. I imagine, Mr. Chairman, if there had been
any conservation measures in those days the Red Indians would
have lald first claim to them!

Even when one looks at the perhaps better known records of
Mr. Melville writing a hundred years ago, with thosge wonderfully
graphic descriptions in Moby Dick, one sees that even then
whaling was a very sporting event with the odds pretty even
between the whale and the catchers. I quote from his book,

",0 men in one ship hunting sperm -whale
for forty-eight months think they have done extremely
well and thank God if at last they carry home the oil
of forty whales."



-3 -

Well, of courss, that looks absolutely nothing to you experis,
but that was only a hundred years ago, and it does I think
explain why Melville said then, "We account the whale immortal
in the species, however perishable in his individuality."

That was only a hundred years ago, and today of course
the situation is completely changed, modern whaling techniques
having tipped the balance so that now whales in large numbers
are only preserved by your most careful supervision. Indeed,
in the Northern Hemisphere, although there are still a few
whales sbhout, they no longer exist in numbers which would be
of interest to commercial whaling.

Even 1o the Southern Hemisphere, where you catch your
whales now, you will I am sure agree that the stocks are
shrinking dangerously. It is significant that the only whale
which you now cateh in considerable numbers is the fin-back
whale which, in Melville's days was regarded as uncatchable
because he swam too fast. But the other whales, the blue
whale, the humpback and the right-whale, which were all
plentiful a hundred years ago, are nowadays all in sadly
depleted numbers.

Pinally, Mr. Chairman, I am sure you woulé expect me to
say Jjust one word not only about the commercial and scientific
angle, but the other consideration which I am sure you have in
mind, and that is the moral consideration of the preservation
of a species. A1l of us today are I think even more consclous
than normally in this nuclear zge that we live in a finite
world where man commands great powers, not only to create thing:
but to destroy them, particularly with the aid of nuclear power
We are all aware that whether we have creation or destruction
rests ultimately on the decision of ourselves, humen beings, an
act of freewill. Each one of us has our resporisibllity to
meke sure that at any rate in our sphere of activity our
contribution will be one on the side of creativemness rather
than destruction.

In our sphere that we are talking about here, the sphere o
whaling, we have the responsibility to ensure th.at we maintain
the whaling stocks of the world, each one of us as far as we
are able, so that at least there will be conservation. It
would lie very heavy on the conscience of all of* us from all
our nations in this generation if we were responsible for the
virtual extermination end destruction of the whailes throughout
the world. I ¥now that that thought is nsver fzr Ifrom your
minds, as I say, not only from the commerecial poin't of view,
but also from the moral one. I know that despite the immense
difficulty of reconciling the commercial necessities with the
huge sums of capital which you have invested in your great
whaling fleets, despite the difficulties of reconcililng that
consideration with these scientific and moral considerations,
you will manage once sagain, Mr. Chairman, in yowr Conference
this time to achieve a successful balance,

Finally on a lighter note: by the time yow reach N
tomorrow evening you will have been talking hard. for twe &Lays
and you will be feeling a little dry by then. Jio, 1 have
the pleasure of extending to you the hospitality- of Her
Majesty's Govermment to join us at the Dorcheste.r Hotel to
take a little ligquid refreshment with me. I greeatly loock



-l -

forward, Mr, Chairman, to seeing you gentlemen there, on
one of those pleasant social occasions which go with these
international conferences.

May I conclude then, Mr., Chairman, by offering you my best
wishes for the success of your Conference dealing with thisg
immensely difficult subject. If you do as well as you have
done in the past I do not doubt that its end will be completely
successful.

I have great pleasure in declaring the Eighth Meeting of
the International Whaling Commission open.

The CHATIRMAN: Your Excellency, Gentlemen, msy I on
behalf of the Commission thank his Excellency very much for the
fine address he has given us. I hope we will all keep 1n mind
the important outlines that his Excellency has pointed out when
we have our discussicons in the next few days. We have a rather
long Agenda and an important one too, so that it 1s important to
bear in mind what has just been said by his Excellency in his.
address of welcoms. :

May I alsc thank his Excellency for the invitation he gave
us to the party at the Dorchester Hotel. I think it will be
to his convenience 1f I keep my introductory speech as short as
I can because I know his Excellency, Mr. Nugent, has more on his
mind than whaling - although I must confess he is an expert
because I think he has read the right books on it. That is a
very importsnt gquestion for all of us, that whaling is not only
2 question of getting the whales out of the sea but also of
keeping as many whales in the sea to go on for as long as we can.

I thank his Excellency again for his warm addrcss of welcone
and I hope that we shall see him again ih the near future
support our aim to keep whaling as a world business for many
years to come.

Mr. G. R. H. NUGENT (Parliamentary Secretary, Ministry
of Agriculture, Figheries and Foad): If you will excuse me now
I will return to my labours. This is the pleasure with which I
start the day, and now I have to begin my work.

(Mr. Nugent left the Conference room)

The CHAIRMAN: Before we go further, Gentlemen, I have
to request the Press representatives to leave this Meeting. I
take this opportunity of thanking them for the attention they
have given to our Meeting; I would also tell them that at the
end of our discussions we will release a Press Notice.

Gentlemen, I believe our Secretary has somse announcements t
make on the running of the whole Conference, so I ask your
attention for Mr. Dobson for a minute or two.
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The SECRETARY: Mr, Chairman and Gentlemen, t here are
one or two small points which I would like tc announce which may
assist you in your deliberations.

(The Sscretary made some announcements concerning
Conference arrangements.)

There is one small point on the Agenda, if T might just

mention it at this_stage. I am sorry that in the Agenda there
was a misprint. Item 21 reads "Drart (to be circulated later)

BEighth Annual Report for approval.” That should be the Seventh
Annuel R eport. I want to put it right now. The Seventh
Annual Report is what you have before you.

(The Secretay read out a ligt of all the Members,
Commissioners and experts.

Mr. H. S. DROST (Netherlands): May I point out that
there is an omission on the list of Delegations: Dr. Drion is
one of our advisers. \

The CHAIRMAN: Gentlemen, I should like to take
this opportunity to say that it is a real pleasure for me to
gee a good many new Members in our Commission. Perhaps T
may call it a kind of reunion which we appreciate very
muech, bubt.Imust confess that the "old-timers! if I may call them
that, are still the backbone of the Commission.

I should like to welcome our former Chairman, Dr. Remington
Kellogg, I am sure we are all very pleased to have him in our
midst.

There is no need to stress again the importance and purpose
of the 1946 Convention for the Regulation of Whaling. En this
Meeting we have some very remarkable items on the Agenda and I
ask for your serious attention in tackling these problems,

The first thing we have to do to open the discussiocn, I
bellieve, 1s to approve the Agenda.

Dr. A. Remington KELLOGG (United States): I so move.
The CHAIRMAN: May I have a seconder, Gentlemen?
Mr., G. JAHN (Norway): I second.

Mr. F. F. ANDERSON (Australiz): I have an objection
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to the Agenda, if it ineludes the circular letter issued by the
Secretary dated, 7th May.

I deo not think this is in order and it should not be
included in the Agenda, I can give my reasons. The main
Agenda was circulated on lst May, 1956, the lstter referred to,
while quoting a cable from a Norwegian C ommissioner, and also
an extract from his letter, does not put forward any substantive
or definite motion; and the lazst sentence of the letter is not
undergtood. It would appear that the Secretary has attempted
to read the Norweglan Commissioner's mind and put forward his
own version of how it should be worded. The Secretary has no
authority to attempt to interpret the mind of _any Commissloner,
and he certainly has no power to place items éﬁggggé by himself
on the notice paper. No definite proposal has been submitied
by the Norwegians on this matter and placing this item for
discussion does not allow the Meeting to cane to decisive action
unless the new samendment is definite and the sixty days' notice
reguired under Rule XII has been given.

Mr, G. JAHN (Norway): I do not understand the meaning
The Whaling Assoclation of Norway asked us 1f we could take up
for discussion that an opening season for humpback whaling be
placed on the Agenda, as a subject for discussion; so we sent
a telegram before the Agenda was closed, which is the rule,
Then we wrote a letter, which has been circulated to the Members
of the Commission; and I cannot see that we should not discuss
this question.

It 1s a2 question for the Scientific Commitiee to deal with
as other questions on the Agends concerning the sepsrstion of
whales and the season for taking whales. CoriseRvrTian

We have not, of course, given it a definite form. It is
only a question which we think we might discuss here. Whether
we lengthen it or do not lengthen it, whether it is given one
day, two days or more depends on the discugsion and the view of
the Scientific Committee will of course be of very great
importance to our decision. That is the only thing.

Personally I have not stated my views on it at this time,
but I will wait and see what the Scientific Committee say anout
the question. That is the only thing. I do not think it is
necessary to have a definite proposal on the Agenda. We must
be able to take up gquestions for discussion. The Norweglian
Delegation has not decided nor has it any proposal for the
lengthening of time; we only rasise the matier because the
FNorwegian whalers think it might be useful to lengthen.

Mr. P. P, ANDERSON (Austrslia}: Mr. Chairman, may
I point out that there is a definite amendment te¢ the schedule
suggested in this lettter, and that is what I am objecting to.
With all due respect to the Norwegian Commissioner, you carmot
just place an item on the Agenda for discussion and then expect
to get a decision out of 1ift. You must give proper notice in
order that the countries concerned can consider the matter
and irs truct their Delegates before they leave the country
concerned.



The Circular reads:-

"7t is accordingly proposed that the item "Open season
for hmmpback whaling® shall be included in the Agenda at some
appropriate point, but it will also be necessary as a precaution,
to include an additional paragraph...."

The Secretary also says:-

"Tt seems clear that what the Norwegiasn Commissioner has in
mind is an increase in the number of days (1lst, 2nd, 3rd and Lth
February) on which under Article 6 (3) of the Schedule, it is
permissible in certain waters to take humpback whales in any year.'

Now the Norwegian Commissioner saye he only wanted the matter
raised for discussion and probably to go to the Scientific
Commlttee. I do not know who is right, the Norwegian Commissione:
or the Secretary who drofits this., I do not think this is in
order at all. drafted this v

The SECRETARY: The Circular to which Mr. Anderson
refers was entirely my werk, and I was endeavouring to interpret
what the Norwegian Commissloner put to me in a letter, I
certainly had the impression that he was asking the (bmmission to
move an appropriate amendment to the Schedule. But, if Mr.
Anderson will look at page 2, I 4id not suggest any actual
amendment there between sguare brackets; and if, therefore, all
the Norwegian Commissioner in fact wants is to discuss this
matter, then possibly Mr. Anderson would allow the Agenda to Dbe
approved, subject to that cmission.

Mr. B, F. ANDERSON (Australia): I disagree with the
Secretary on metter., When you put a motion forward and you
put sguare brackets it 1s my experience - which may not be as long
as Mr. Dobson's, but it is still fairly general - that square
brackets only mesn that you can insert the requisite date or
numbers as the case may be. But that is a definite paragraph
which he has there and he—ﬁ%&%ﬁﬁdﬁha%—%h&$ has thrown it right

]

OREIL,

If the Norwegians only want to discuss this, I think what
they should have ssked for was that the Scientific Committee
at its recent meeting should have examined it. They did not
think about that at all; at the last moment they sent a
telegram. We are situated 12,000 miles away and we are
supposed to come here ready to argue on this basis. I say
this is not in order and that the Norwegians cammot, in
accordance withRule XII in the Rules of Procedure, expect
any decisive discussion on this.

"Rule XII - No order of business which involves amendment
of the Schedule to the Convention, or recommendations
under Article VI of the Convention, shall be the subject
of decisive action by the Commission unless the subject
matter has been included in the provisional order of
business which has been circulated to the Commissioners
at least 60 days in advance of the meeting at which the
matter is to be discussed."
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dsFinilie
Certainly nothingdhas been put forward NS, A discussion
is not a motion emd o uct drafied o trst edfomt, It would
appear that the Secretary did not consult the Chairman on this
matter and therefore, cisswemsmin in accordance with the .Rules of
procedure; it could not be included in the order of business.

Dr. A. Remington KELLOGG (United States): Is not the
simplest way out of this dilemma to delete this item from -the
Agende and then the Scientific Commlttee can take it as a matter
of business to discuss among themselves, as we have on many
other items in the past.

The CHAIRMAN: Is that acceptable?

Mr, F. F. ANDERSON (Australia): Mr. Chairman, I am
guite prepared to accept that, provided there is no decisive
decision reached at this Meeting on this proposal.

The CHAIRMAN: $So the Commission is in accord
with Dr. Kellogg's idea to delete this item of the Agenda
as 1t now stands, and also to delete the letter of 7ih May, 1956,

With the exception of that part of the Agenda, can the
Commission then agree on the acceptance of the Agenda? Are
there any further comments on the Agenda®? May I take it that
the Agenda is aoccepted by the Commissim? (Agreed) Thank
you very much for that,

Gentlemen, I think we have now to make up our minds about
the further procedure of the Commission, so we come now to the
appeintment of Committees. I should like to call on our
Becretary to propese the appointment of the Scientific Committee
and the Technlcal Committes.

The SECRETARY: I will now ask the Commissioners to
state which countries should be represented on the Scientific
Sub-Committee.

Australia -~ Yes, Pr. Chittleborough
Brazil ~ Not present

Canada - ¥o

Denmark - Ko

Frence ~ Yes, Mr., Budker
Iceland - No

Japan ~ Dr, Omura

Mexico ~ Not present

Netherlands - Professor Slijper and Dr, Drion

It should be understood that any member of the Committee can
bring other experts with him,

New Zealand - Mr. C orner
Norway - Dr. Ruud
Panama - No
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" South Africa Dr. Marchand

Sweden Not present

U.3.5.R, Mr. Sleptsov, Mr. Kulikov, Mr. Tveryanovich
U.8.4A. - Dr. Kellogg and Mr. Mellor

United Kingdom - Dr. Mackintosh accompanied by others.

t

That settles the Scientific Sub-Committee on which the following
will be represented:

Australia, France, Japan, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway,
South Africa, U.8.S.R., U.S.A., and United Kingdom.,

Now may I come to the Technical Committee.

Australia - ®r, Anderson and®mrichton-Brown.
Brazil - Not present

Canada - Mr. Preser

Denmark - No

France - No

Iceland - No

Japan - Mr. Nara asnd Mr, Kida

Mexico - No

Netherlands - Mr., Drost
New Zealand - No

Norway - Mr. Jahn

Panama - Mr, Aleman

South Africa - Colonel Goulding

Sweden - Not present

U.8.8.R. - Mr. Solyanik and Mr. Nasinovsky
U.5.A, - Mr. Taylor and Captain Adams

United Kingdom ~ Mr. Wall accompanied by others.

Mr., Chairman, may I take it that it is usual to record this
Committee in our Report as one representative who has the
right to take other experts. On this occasion socmetimes
other nemes have been given, but I propose for the purposes
of the report to keep to one name, accompanied by other
experts.

The CHAIRMAN: Is that acceptable? (Agreed)

The SECRETARY: That disposes of the Technical
Committee, Mr. Chairman, and now you have yourself ito
" nominate, under the Rules of Procedure, the names of the
Finance and Administration (bmmittee.

The CHATRMAN: Gentlemen, we had on the PFinance
and Administration Committee last year as members
representatives of the United States, Soutn Africa and
Norway, they were Dr. Kellogg, Dr. Marchand and Mr. Jahn,
I believe Dr, Marchand hazs now been three times on the Pinance
Committee - is that not so? - and so I would suggest that
Dr. Marchand be replaced by another representative, and I
would decide that Mr. Erichsen be invited to take part in
the activities of the Finance Committee; so that the
Committee is Dr. Kellogg, Mr, Jahn and M¥r. Erichsen.

(The Commission adjourned for coffes)
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The CHAIRMAN: Will the Commission please come to order.
We have dealt now with the first four items of the Agenda, snd as
this is a plenary session I believe it is as well to go over the whole
Agenda and to esplit it up and see what can he dealt with in the
different committees and what will be left for coming plenary
sessions. ’

May I ask your spproval to take first Item 5 of the Agenda?
There will be no difficulty, I believe, in putting this matter in
the hands of the Finance and Administration Committee to make up
its mind and to recommend later to the plenary session.

Ttem 6, "Possible slteration of the date of the Annual Meeting,
at present held in the latter half of July". That is a matter
cn which, I believe, everybody has something on his mind, Is it
acceptable that all the Committees we have set up give their ideas
on their time preference for the annual meeting of the Commission?

Mr. R.G.R. WALL (United Kingdom): On Ttem 6 I would
only wonder whether 1t might be useful to have a short general
dilscussion in the Commisslen before that subject is remitted to
three committees. It might perhaps just focus attention on the
one or two salient points on which any decision should be hased.

: The CHAIRMAN: That is guite acceptable to me. We must
keep it in mind so that when we have covered all other items on
the Agenda we must come back to this matter and have a general
discussion on it.

Dr. J.M, MARCHAND (South Africa): I will second that,
Mr. Chairman,

The CHAIRMAV: TItem 7, "Report as to the Protocol
prepared and circulated by the Depository Government for the
amendment of the Intermational Whaling Convention, 1946".

As far as I know. there has, as yet, been no Protetol circulated,
g0 it is very difficult to deal with a Protocel that is not there.

The SECRETARY: I have had no reply since last October
s0 that T am not aware what progress, if any, has been made
in the preparation for the signing of the Protocol.

Dr. A, Remington KELLOGG{United States):
The propesed Protocol to the International Convention for the
regulation of whaling stands as follows. In accordance with the reguestofthe
International Whaling Commission, as set forth in the letter of
August 17, 1955, from the Secretary of the Commission to the
Commissioner of the United States, the United States Government
prepared a revised draft Protocol amending the International
Convention for the regulation of whaling, The revised draft
Protocol was transmitted to the contracting governments for



consideration by a2 circular note of October 5, 1955. The

revised draft incorporates all changes which were proposed

by the Commizsion and also contalns certain changes in the preambl
which are considered appropriate in view of the provision for
amending Article V of the Convention.

The following governments have not yet indicated whether or
not the draft Protocol is acceptsble: Brazil, Mexicu and
Panama.,

All the other contracting governments have indicated
approval of the draft Protocol,. Certain drafting changes of
a non-substantive nature have been proposed. Such proposals
have not been circulated to the contracting governments for
conaideration as it is possible that they may be withdrawn
if no substantive changes are proposed.

At the time this was drafted the New Zealand and the U,S5.8.R.
governments had not indicated their acceptance, but I have now
been advised that they have agreed, That leaves Bragzil, Mexico
and Panama,

The CHATRMAN: That makes gquite clear what the
situation is st the moment, We have still tec wait a while.
I take it that we shall also get the adherence of the countries
nomineted by Mr. Kellogg. At the moment I do not think we can
deal with it any further.

I would like to move over 1o Item 8 of the Agenda, "Discussion
as to the Norwegian 'Observer' proposal. {(see also Item 20)",

Mr, R, ALEMAN (Panama):With respect to the report just
mede by Dr. Kellogg, I would like to state that I understand the
Minister of Agriculture, Commerce and Industry from Panama is
awalting the next meeting of the Legislative Assembly to submit
this amendment as to the Protocol of the International Whaling
Convention, The International Whaling Conventlon was ratified
by our Parlisment so,in accordance with our procedure, the protocol
rmist be considered and approved by the Assembly.

The CHAIRMANW: I will now move over to Item 8§ of the
Agenda, I think this is a subject that must be discussed in the
Technical and Scientific Committees; it has to do with both
Commitiees, TIs that acceptable? Is there any comment on this

guestion?

: Mr. G. JAHN (Norway): I think it should be discussed
in the Technical Committee..

The CHAIRMAN: Only?
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Mr, G. JAEN (Norwey): I think it is more for the
Technical than for the Secientific Committee. If you like to
gGiscuss it in the Scientific Committee I am not against it,
but T think it is mere & technical matter.

The CHAIRMAN: Is that agreeable?
Mr. H.S. DROST (Netherlands): I agree with Mr, Jahn,

The CHAIRMAN: I felt we should deal with this in
the two committees, snd I also think there is some finance
cornected with this question. So perhaps it is a good thing
to get the view of the Finance on this, It could perhaps be
deleted for this year because it is nei yet certain whether
we shall start siraight away. Are there zny conments or do you
want it to stay in the activities of the Technical Committee?

Mpr., H.S. DROST (Netherlands): Not to the Pinance
Cormittee?

The CHAIRMAN: Yes.
Mr, H.S. DROST (Netherlands): All right.

Dr. N.A. MACKINTOSH (United Kngdom): Is there any
objection to us discussing observer proposals, if some scientific

oint is raised? . -
P "o e Sm’\;-g\fum

Uy

The CHAIRMAN: No, Sir. I believe we can take I
that both committees can give their views on this guestion,
but the majorlty of importance is on the side of the Technical
Committee.

Item 9, "Report ty the special Seientific Sub-Committee”.
That 1s guite clearly a matter to be dealt with by the Secientific
Committee,

Ttem 10, I would say that the same spplies to this,

Item 11, "The question of advancin% the opening of the Baleen
Whale season in sny waters south of L0O” Scuth Latitude". In
my view, that 1s a question which is -connected with the interests
of both committees, 1t is equally a sclentific guestion and
a technical guestion,



- 13 .-

Mr, R.G.R. WALL (United Kingdom): I wanted to make
the same point in .relation to Items 9 and 10s that if the
Technical Committee should find points that they would like
to discuss on these two items they may do se,

The CHAIRMAN: It is impossible to prevent any
Committee from discussing anything here,

May I ask for further comments on the proposal?

Mr, F.F. ANDERSON (Australis): I think on previous
occasions we have allowed these matters to be Aiscussed in a
Joint meeting of the Seientific and Technical Committees, I
think thet may be the best way out of it. Each one can bring
forward then to the joint meeting what its proposals are and
put something definite before the plenary session,

Mr, R.G.R, WALL (United Kingdom): I certainiy do
not object te a joint session of the two Committees, but it
is an advantage if the Technical Committee can first find out
if there are points they would like to raise,

Mr., F.F. ANDERSON (Australia): I think the two
Cormittees can work on it and then afterwards if we have a
Joint meeting we c¢an bring those points forward,

The CHATRMAN: So it would be acceptable to you,
Mr, Wall? ,

Mr. R.G.R. WALL (United Kingdom): Yes, thenk you.

The CHAIRMAN: Are there no further comments on
the Items on the Agenda up to number eleven}

I now move on to Item 12, "Review of the 1955/56 season's
catch". 7That is a question obviously raised by Mr, Vangstein,

I belileve,

The SECRETARY: May I just say s word here? We
are very much indebted to Mr, Vangstein for these papers, a
nunber which he sent direct and an additionsl number which
he sent by other means, They have just arrived, so I can
now circulate to everybody who has not already got one, a

conplete desasry, dossier.
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The CHAIRMAN: I believe later on we can have the
situation of the presentation of these figures by Mr. Vangstein
in the plenary session. I prefer to split up the Agenda before
we go back to the plenary session to deal with Items that are
open for the plenary session.

Item 12‘stands open now thr the plenary session.

Item 13, "Blue.whale unit limit for 1956/57 and thereafter",
That, I believe, can be dealt with in both Committees, No
comment ?

Item 14, "Infrsctions". That is a point for the Technical
Committee, :

Item 15, "Correspondence between Norwesgian and Panamanisan
Governments already circulated"., That ig a question which also
has to be dealt with in a plenary but T do not know whether it
is necessary to deal with it., Are there any comments on Item 159

Me. G. JAIN (Norway): I think we ought to mention 1t
in our deliberations,but not at this time.

The CHAIRMAN: It is another question nx'the'Committees.

Mr, G. JAHN (Norway): There is the possibility of com-
ining this with the question of observers, but I think we
could take 1t up in the Technical Committee,

Mr. R. ALEMAN (Panama): With respect to Item 15 of
the Agenda, I wish to point out that my Government feels that
this Commission i1s a Commission of delegated powers and those
bowers are as specifically astated in the Convention, We do not
feel that it is within the powers of this Commission to enter
into a discussiom of & diplomatic claim that is being handled
through regula . diplomatic channels between the two countries,
particularly -when one of those countries takes this matter to
a private court of law and have settled this guestion in a
private court of law,. However, if the Commission feels that
"this matter should be discussed here, I would recommend that it
- be referred to the Technical Committee. Similar matters in the
past have heen referred to the Technical Committee,

Mr., G, JAHN (Norway): I should like to make a
declaration, He says that this is settled, that the Norwegian
Government has gettled this question with Onassis. Thet is not
the case, It is the Whaling Unilon private companies which have
settled this, and the Government has had nothing to do with 1+
at all, We did not know anything sbout it until we saw it
in the newspapers., We have no commection with that arrangement
at all; the Norwegian Government has not.
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. Mr, R, ALEMAN (Panama): I would like to call the
attention of Mr, Jahn to the fact that T have stated that
this matter is being handled through regular diplomatic
chamnels, The second observation I made sbout this having
heen taken to a private court, however,.is very pertinent,
because the Norwegisn Government from the very first moment
made it very clear that it was presenting this complaint on
behalf of the Norwegian Whaling Associsfion. That fact is
stated 1n each one of the notes af the Norwegian Government,
end if that party en whose behalf the Norwegian Government had
presented the complaint - the diplomatic complaint - chose to
go to . a private court of law and chose tc settle this matter
separately, the point, I think, is very pertinent,

Mr, G, JAHN (Norway): It is quite true that the
Norweglan Government has had correspondence with the Panamanian
Government, that 1s right, but we knew nothing at all agbaut
the settlement bebtween Onassis and the Whaling Assceiations.,

That is something private. That is what I would like to underlin

Mr, F.L, CORNER (New Zealand): Assuming thils matter
is discussed by the International Whaling Commission - and I
would assume it 1s a matter that can be discussed - I think
1t 1s one that should be taken in a plenary session, It is
hardly a technical matter, and it is one, I think, whieh
af'fects the whole operation of the Whaling Commission, which
goes to the very heart of its activities, end I think the
discussicn should be on record.

Mr. P.F. ANDERSON (Australia): We think it should
be discussed in plenary session in order that a complete record

be made.

Mr. R, ALEMAN (Panema): I would like t» point out
that the reports of the Commiitees are open for discussion
in plensry session, so I 4o not see why they should not now
refer this matter to the Technical Committee; then the
matter will be open for discussion. T do reguest that the
matter be referred to the Technical Committee.

The CHAIRMAN: I= there a seconder for this proposal
of Mr, Aleman? '

Dr, A. Remington XKELLOGG (U,S,A.)}: I will second that.

The CHAIRMAN: We will have to take a vote on this.
I will reguest the Secretary to take a vote,
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The SECRETARY: The Chairmen asks me to pell the
Commisslon on the question as to whether or not Item 15,
"Correspondence between Norwegian and Panamanian Governments
already circulated".should be referred to the Technieal
gom?ittee. I will ask each Commissioner to say 'yes' or

no'.

Australia . = No
Brazil ~ Not present
Canada - Abstain
Denmark - Abstain
France - No

. Iceland - Abstain
Japan - Abstain
Mexico - Abstain

Netherlands -~ No
New Zealand - No

Panams - Yes
Korway - Yes
South Africa -~ No
Sweden - Yes
U.S.3.R. . — Abstain
U.8.A, -~ Yes
U.X. - Abstain

The Chairman agrees that this is a matter which does not
require a two-thirds majority, therefore it is a simple majority
thet will carry the poll. I report that there are five 'no'sg!
and four 'yes's!, so that I declare the Motion as lost. The
matter therefore presumably will continue to be discussed, or

h

discussed later at a plenary session,

The CHAIRMAN: I would like to finish this gplitting
up of the Agenda and then we shall know exactly what is left
fo: the discussion in rlenary sessiong.

I should like to call your attention to Ttem 16 of the
Agenda, "Prohibition of the taking of blue whales in the North
Atlantic, (Report on the position as regards the objections
lodged by Iceland and Denmark)"., Is it possible to get any
action at this moment from both countries which I have Just
indicated, Iceland and Denmark?

Mr, P,F. ERICHSEN (Denmark): With regard to the
prohibition of the taking of blue whales in the North
Atlantic, Denmark writhdrawvs its objection and agrees the taking of
blue whales shall be prchibited for g reriod of five years,
provided that Iceland and Norway also agree that the taking
is prohibited, . .

The CHAIRMAN: May I call upon Iceland?
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Mr. Agnar K1, JONSSON (Iceland): On behalf of the
Teelandic Government I would like to state that the Icelandic
Government is against any limitation as to the catch of blue
whales in the North Atlantic. We have only one whaling station
on a very small scale, but part of the catch of this whaling
station consists of blue whales, Their figures, however, are
very small but in spite of that fact, it means that much for this
little station that they reel they cannot exist further if there
1s limltation to their cateh.

Just to show you how little significance this must have on
a general scale I would like to quote the éatch for the three
last years. In 1953 they caught only five blue whales; 1in
1954 they caught nine blue whales, and in 1955 they caught ten
blue whales, This, as you see, is mot very much, but if it
were to be limited or prohibited it would be rather disastrous
for the little station.

Therefore, as I first said, our Government is against any
limitation,

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, .

Mr. R.G.R, WALL (United Kingdom): I do not know whethep
we are disposing of this ltem now, but before it is disposed of
I should just 1like toisay a word., I am wondering whether we
might perhaps ask the Scientific Committee if they would Jjust
look at this point asbout blue whales in the North Atlantic and
the size of the present Icelandic catech in relation to the
purpose and objectives of the recommendation when it was first
made by the Scientific Committee. My memory, for what it is
worth, is that the whole point of the Scientific Committee's
recommendation was that the blue whale was at an extremely low
ebb in the North Atlantie, that there might be almost a handful
of animels left, and that 1f even a few were caught year by year
it might mske all the difference hetween finishing the stock
for ever and perhaps having some hope of it in years te come,

If that should be the position I would frankly hope from the
United Kingdom side that the Icelandic Government might yet be
prepared to reconsider their position in this matter, but it
would help us if we could first of all have a new expression
of opinion from the Scientific Committee,

Mr. Agnar K1, JONSSON (Iceland): I have nothin% against
thls matter being presented before the Seientific Commities,
That goes without saying. We will see what that Committee has

to say about it, but as to the question that there should be

only & handful left, I have in the report which I have

recelved from this Icelandiec Whaling Station, that in spite

of the fact that they have only caught so few whsles in these
last few months, as I have mentioned, they seem to have seen
plenty of whales swimming around and it was due to the in~
experience of the whsalers that they did not get more.
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Mr, P.F. ERICHSEN (Denmark): The catch was 161 whales,
Of this number of whales only one blue whale was taken, and
therefore the Danish Government is of the cpinion that the
guestion of prohibitiorn of the taking should come into foree.
I would very much agk the Icelandic Government to report the
position and to agree to the prohibition of the taking of blue
whales.

The CHAIRMAN: Are there any further comments on this
Item of the Agendaf Ape you in faveur of Mr, Wall's proposal
ta leave it to the Scientific Committee to give their views
again? (Agreed) Item 16 moves over tc the Scientific
Committee for their views.

Item 17 of the Agenda, "Report by the Finance and
Administration Committee".

Ttem 18, "Report by the Scientific Committee".
Item 19, “Report by the Technical Committes",

Those are threce items for the plenary sessions coming
later,

We cean now move to Item 20, That means (a) goes cut, and
(v} and (e) alsc. (d), (f) and (g) of Item 20, I believe, are
all going to the Scientific Committee, are they not?

Mr. H.S. DROST (Netherlands): Not (g)

The CHAIRMAN: (g) is out; (d), (e) and (f) only.
Are there any comments on this question that the Scientific
Committee deals with the second part of Item 209 *Amendment
for the proteetion of blue whale stocks in the North Pacifie
Ocean §See item 10) and "Paragreph 7(a) third line for 7th read
(1st) (See Item 11)", (Agreed)

We then get to Item 21, "Draft (te be circulated later)
Seventh Annual Report for approval',

/¥r. R,G,R., WALL (United Kingdom): ....
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Mr. R. G, R, WALL (United Kingdom): On Item 21,
Mr. Chairman, at the risk of being thought rather a nuilsance
in suggesting an addition to our work, I should like to guggest
that we have quite g small sub-committee to look at our draft
Annual Report.

What 45 in my mind is this: the Report traverses the same
ground as your Report of the Moscow meeting, partly in the same
danguage, partly in a different language. Secondly, I should
think that the order of the Report might be better if we had
the more important things at the beginning instead of at the end.
Thirdly, there are particular paragraphs where I feel that the
wording might be improved, if the Secretary would allow me to
B84y SO0. I am thinking of the paragraph, for example, which
disls with the law of the sea snd the question of the 200-mlle
1imit,

The main thing ls, ought we to continue having two Reporis
which are both covering the same ground? One becomes an
appendix to the other, they are partly in the same language,
partly in a different language. Tt does seem to me a little
confusing, I should have thought we ought tc look at that and
see 1f we e¢an adapt the Commission's Report so that it forms a
breface to the Chalrman's Report and does not say the same
thing g11 over again. :

I would, therefore, suggest that perhaps a few of us might
look at it and see if we can do anything in that direction,

The SECRETARY: I am obliged to Mr. Wall because this
Report has given me a certaln amount of anxiety because of
what I might call its sameness. I do largely repeat the lay—
out every year. But Mr. Wall perhaps remembers that it was
only two years ago that we declded to put in as an appendix the
Chailrman's Report which, by the time the Report is issued, is
a year old., I do agree that it is very largely the same
language as the Report,

One way to meet Mr, Wall's point, therefore, was to go
back on our proposal and not reprint the Chalrman’'s Report,
which is rather old history. I would welcome a Committee to
rearrange the Report and try to make it a little more
exeiting. '

The polnt 1 want to put to the Commission now, 1f I may,
Mr. Chairman, 1s that I should like to add = ccuple of
appendices, One I should like to add from the beginning some
very summary figures Mr, Vangsteln supplies us, as are in the
body of the Report, I should llke to set them out 1In a table
gﬁieight years, nine years and ten years. That is the first
ng.

The second point is that I think we ought to have a
short appendix showing for each of the eight years, or
whatever it is we have been in existence, the cost nf the
Commisslon, But there are a good many other points I am
sure Mr. Wall hes in mind, snd we might make the Report more
interesting. L do reallse there is a large amount of
repetition between the Report ang the Chairman's Report.
The only difference between the two is that the Chalrman's
Report I meke a polnt of issuing within a few days of the
Meeting being over, and the Ammual Report cannot be issued
for a year. I would welcome a committee, Mr. Chairman.
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Mr. P. F. ANDERSON (Australia): Mpr, Chairman, I
gupport Mr, Wall, and I think the Annual Report could be mads
a bit more lively. Wnales are usually dead when they are
treated, so I suppose we feel a bit dead too,

I would point out +that the Chairman's Report is the
authoritative record of the meeting; that is most important.
The Chairman's record must be the one that we go by.
Therefore, we should have a certain amcunt of liberty with our
Annual Report so long as we dgo not wander away from the ftruth
too much. I think we could use different phraseoclogy and we
might diffldently, without criticising the Chairman's Report,
which i1s only a factual record, make this a bit more of a
salesmanship business and show people that the Whaling
Commission does do more than just $alk about how many humpbacks
and so on have to be taken, that we have a broad mind on these
matters and do take a keen interest.

Therefore I support that the Report of the Annual Meeting
itself, signed by the Chairman, should stand as it is, but
that the other Report which is printed afterwards — and, as the
Secretary points out, nearly a year afterwards -~ should contain
different terminology, &=Lformrt Peehrgand be more interesting.

The CHAIRMAN: If there are no more remarks on this
Item, may I take 1t that there is a majority in favour of a
small commlttee looking after the Annual Report and improving it?
We have to make up our minds on this small committee and perhaps
the best thing to do would be 4o think it over.

The SECRETARY: Mr. Chairman, if I might suggest an
addendum to this, the same committee that looks over this
Report might be the small committee that deals with the press
notice at the end of this Meeting. I think that might be a
saving of tlme.

However, there i1s a question I should like to ask. I am
not quilte sure what was in Mr., Wall's mind, Does he want thils
committee to revise this exdsting Report that has been
presented to you, or is this fcr the future? I am only thinking
of time; oprinters take a tremendous long: time. I am not
being lazy about 1t and if this has to be pe-wrltten then we
8hall do so 1f necessary.

Mr, R. G. R, WALL (United Kingdom): What I had in
mind was that in the coures of this week we might find twe or
three peoplé who would have enough time to look at this and
see 1f we could get an amended version of the present Report.

The CHATRMAN: Sc we will combine both committees,
the press committee and the ad hoc committes to deal with the
Report, Is that your view, Gentlemen?

Mr. F. F. AVDERSON (Australia): I do hope you will
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gilve us a bilt more information than the press notice, The
press notlce is about the shortest thing on record.

The CHAIRMAN: We have improved that. .

Mr. F. F. ANDERSON (Australia): I was not in Mcsecow,
It must have been the effeats of the entertainment.

The CHAIRMAN: We will do our best on the preas notice
anyway.

Gentlemen, the Secretary and I have Just had a small
discussion on this ad hoc committee and we have come to the
conclusion that it would be a good thing to nominate this ad hoas
committee straight away, otherwise i+ will be left in the air,
We want some good authors to find the right style and to edit
what they would like to have published.

May I request the following gentlemen to_take part in this?
Mr. Remington Kellogg Mr. R, G. R, Wall, Mr. Corner, Are you
Prepared to edit the Annual Report and find an improved press
notice? If there are no objections from those gentlemen, I take
1t they have accepted.

Dr. A. Remington KELLOGG (U.S.4.): Could I substitute
Mr, F. Taylor for myself on that drafting committee? I am, of
course, willing to serve, but ——-—

The CHAIRMAN: So long as it is only in your case; I
hope all the members of the committee do not go the same.
Nevertheless I hope that we can have the advantage of your advice,
if the committee wants 1t,

That means we have dealt with questlon 21, Now we come
to Ttem 22 of the Agenda, "Consideration of draft submitted by
the United Nations International Law Commission of Provisional
Articles concerning the Regime of the High Seasg". May I ask
our Secretary to give us some information on that.

. The SECRETARY: Mr. Chairmen, I would like to reming
the Commission that on 24th August, 1955, we had a letter from
the United Natlons addressed to the International Whaling
Commission with regard to a report of the International Law
Commlission covering the work of 1ts Seventh Sesslion held in
Geneve from May to July 1955, I need not read the whole letter,
but 1t ended up with this paragraph:

"It would gccordingly be appreciated if you ..." -~ that is
the Commission -",,,would be good enough to communicate +o the
Secretary Gerneral before lst Pebruary, 1956, any obeervations
which your Organisation may wish to make on the saild matter for
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transmission to the Commission in time for its Eipghth Session
to be held in April 1956,"

On recelpt of that letter I at once commnicated with the
Chairman whom I had the opportunity of meeting at the beginning
of October, gnd on his instructions I wroie the following
letter dated 17%ih November, 1955:

"Sir, I beg to refer to your letter of 24th August and to
say that I have now had an opportunity of discussing the
subJect matter therecf with the Commission's Chailrman,
With his concurrence I beg to inform you that the Report
ef the International Law Commission has been studied with
interest and not least those paragraphs which deal with
the breadth of territorial waters. The Commission
refrained, however, from making any comments on this
Report and the proposals contained thereln, seeing that
it appears to have been already sent to all the
seventeen contracting governments whose representatives
congtltute this Commission and who may wish to comment
upon the Report separately and individually,"

I heard nothing more until I recelved a letter from the
Royal Norwegian Embassy dated 13th April, 1956, In thet letter
I was requested as follows:

"The Nerwegian Government would like in this connection
to call attention to the fact that the International Law
Commission's Report was sent to a number of organisations
represented by observers at the International Technical
Conference on the Congervation of Living Resources of the
Sea held at Reme from 18th April to 10th May, 1955, and
that the Law Commission stated that it would welcome the
other organisatiens' observatisns on this matter."

Of course, the Norwegian Government were not aware that I
had already sent a letter to the United Nations as I have read
to you and as directed by the Chairman, I was asked to put this
Item on the Agenda in the first paragraph of the letter from the
Norwegian Embassy and I accordingly put it on the Agenda in the
form of Item 22,

On 10th July - that is only six days ago — I received a
letter from the Norwegian delegation to the Tnternational Law
Commission. T will read the whole letter:

"This is to inform you that this Delegatien today, in
accordance with the request from the Royal Norweglian
Ministry of Foreign affalrs, under separate cover, alrmail
printed matter, has sent you fifteen coples of the
frllowing documents of the International Law Commissien:'

Then is set out three drafis which are apparently the upe
shot of the original discussion by the Law Commission. I was
not requested to do anything with them. I put this Item on
the Agenda as I belleved I should, although I believed, in the
light of the letter gent at the Chairman's direction, that this
was not a matter which really vitally affected thls Commission
as a Commission. I have hot distributed the fifteen copies and
indeed I have not distributed the original because I knew 1%
had gone to all the €ontracting Governments concerned.
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Mr, G, JAHN (Norway): I think this affects this
Commlssion very much. We have an International
Convention anéd whether there should be a Convention or not
I do not know, but shculd there be a Convention which would
affect thls Convention in some cases, then I think it is the
duty of this assembly to make some sitatement on it. Ve must
consider 1t and if 1t 1s in some sense gn improvement ol the
present Convention, I1If it becomes a Convention, 1t goes further
than this Cenventlon does. There are some points there to which
I think we should draw “he attention of the U.N. This 1s a
convenition of the livlng resources of the sea, They talk gbout
fish but whales in a way are different animals and there might
be some small points to which we wish to draw the attention ef
the U.N. Commisslon. If we do 80, this will pe ecirculated
as an appendix to thelr proposal and will be brought up before
the assembly in the United Nations. it might then happen that
they will change something order to reach the aim so far as
whales are concerned, whaling stocks and so on.

It also concerns the whaling industries in the different
countries, It depends on how the different paragraph in the
new convention — 1f it becomes a conventlon — will be formed.
I think it is of importance that we should look into the matter.
You have said that the different governmenits have formed their
opinions about this, dbut as a Commission we represent a
Convention which is already formed. We hope to stress some
points from our point of wview which can be taken into
conslderation when this Convention is concluded. I believe
many c2untries were not even aware of the present Whaling
Convention,

Mr, F. H. CORNER (New Zealand): Mr., Chairman, I
agree with the Commissioner of Norway.

Could I ask, is it a fact that the Secrétary, under the
direction of the Chairman, has dlready replied to the
International Law Commlssion saying that this Whaling Commission
is not interested in the matter referred to it? Secondly, has
the correspondence been circulated to the Commission? Thirdly,
if 1% has not been circulated, could we have it as soon asg
pessible at this Meeting?

The SECRETARY: The answer to Mr. Corner is that the
letter has been written at the direction of the Chairman, as
I pead it, but it has not been circulated.

Mr. F. H. CORNER (New Zealand): Am I right in
thinking that a letter has been sent on behalf of =211 the
countries in this Commission without being referred to the
countries on whose behalf certain opinions are given?

The SECRETARY: That is so, but I have no doubt
the Chairman was bearing in mind that the report we received
from the United Nations had been freely circulated to all the
people as far as we know who are members of our Commission and
other Commissions,



Mr, F. H. CORNER (New Zealand): That is members
of the International Law Commission,

The CHAIRMAN: Yes,

Mr, F, H. CORNER (New Zealand): But only seventeen
governments are members of the International Law Commission.
I think New Zealand is not, for one.

Mr, R. G. R, WALL (United Kingdom): Could we first
of all have the operative part of the letter read again,
because,whereas Mr, Corner was ask%&g whgpher the letter said
that we were not interested, tho tawmdotsfcsion—were, I think
the answer was that the Commission as such - not the governments
represented on the Commission - had no observation to make on
the Seventh Session Report, which would not imply to my mind
lack of interest. Could we Just be quite clear what was said,
Sir?

The SECRETARY: May I read again - I did not read
the whole of the letter, but I will read the whole of it now,
which I .have preceived from the United Nations,

Mr. F. H., CORNER (New Zealand): Would it save time,
Mr., Chairman, 1f the actual document were circulated, and
then we would have something substantial to talk about a
our next Plenary meeting? '

The SECRETARY: 1T have read a letter which has not
apparently been understood and, as I am technically responsible
to you, I am entitled to read it again. Here 4s the letter
from the United Nations, dated 25th August, 1955.

"Dear Sir, I am directed by the Secretary-General
to draw your attention to the report of the International
Law Commisslon covering the work of the Seventh Session
held in Geneva from 2nd May to 8th July, 1955. A copy
of this report..."

then the number is given

"ls attached for your convenience, The report is a
document running into sixty-one pages, The report
contzing in Chapter II a number of provisienal articles
concerning the Regime of the High Seas, including
article 24 on the right to fish and articles 25 - 33

on the Conservation of the Iiving Resources of the
High Seas. The latter articles are also repreduged:
in the preamble annex to Chapter II,"

I d4id not read that paragraph before,
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"The International Law Commission at the above-
mentloned session decided to commnicate Chapter II
with the Annex to the organisatlons represented by
observers at the International Techniecsl Conference
on the Conservation of Living Resources of the Sea
held at Rome from 18th April to 10th May .ees'

That was a conference at which this Commission was represented,

Yeevs and tc invite them to submit their observations

on Articles 2 to 33 and the preamble referred to above,
It would gccordingly be appreciated if you would be good
encugh to communicate to the Sscretary General before
1st February, 1956, any observations which your
Organisation may wish to make on the sald matter for
transmission to the Commission in time for its Eighth
Session to be held in April, 1956.Y

That was from the United Nations and I did not eirculate that
document to anyone, having been informed that it had gone to the
relevant sources,

I rinally wrote to the Chairman gnd saw him in OCctober.
Then on his instructions I wrcte +his letter:

"The Secretary General, United Nations; Sir, I peg

to fefer to your letter of ohth August and to say

that I have now had an oppertunity of discussing the
subject matter thereof with the Commiasion's Chairman.
With his concurrence I beg to inform you that the Report
of the International Law Commission has been studied with
interest and not least those paragraphs which deal with
the breadth of territorial waters. The Coumnission
refrained, however, from making any comments on this
Report gnd the proposals contained therein, seecing that
it appears to have been already sent to all the
seventeen contracting governmesnts whose representatives
constitute this Commission and who may wish to comment
upon the Report separately and individually,"

There was no rejection of it there.

Mr. G. J4HN (Norway): The Commission as such has
not gtudled this and has not expressed any opinion on i%.
The Chalrman and the Secretary have expressed an opinion,
but the Commission as such has not expressed an epinion,

The CHAIRMAN: That is quite true.

Mr, Agnar Kl. JONSSON (Xceland): Mr, Chairman, may
I be allowed to make some comments on this matter from a
practical point of view? AS has been sald in the letter which
has Just been read to us by the Secretary, the matter under
discussion in the Law Commission has been referred to all the
governments represented at this meeting. They have undoubtedly,
if they so wished, already commented on this matter,



Now what would be the practical point of taking this
matter up here? We would discuss it, as representatives
of our governments have already done at gnother place,

As we all know, there are nearly as many proposals put
forward as there are representatives on the Law Ccinmission.
Would we here be likely to change anything? Would it not
be the just the same over again here, and what would the
result be? How could this Meeting make any report at all?
I just ask you, would we be able to do it here? I do not
think so. I think the undoubted conclusion is thst we
ecannot do it, Why then waste this time? That is what I
should like to ask you, Gentlemen, from a practical point of
view,

Mr, G. JAHN (Norway): I do not know whether you are
aware of the last report, I have gone through it gnd I d@o not
have the impression that there are so many opinions as there
are members, They have agreed upon the most essential thing
unanimously, I got the report two days ago from Geneva and
I think it showed real interest and great importance, Even
1f we say that we have no observations and we agree upon it,
this Commission as a Commission, representing the whaling
industry and the whaling interest in the whaling industry all
over the world, should be gequainted with it at this Meeting,

I propose that it should be referred to the Technical
Committee, who may set up a little sub-~committee to go through
it and form an opinion, say that is good and
80 on, and place it pefore the Commission ag such, When
ny government wished to have it discussed here, 1t was because
they would not give a definite answer on the ILaw Commission's
propesal before they heard what the Whaling Commission sald
about 1t, beocause 1t gzisc concerns whaling. Whaling is alseo
rart of the resources of the sea, If you study it more closely
you will find that it concerns the whaling industry's work,

Mr, Agnar K1, JONSSON (Iceland): Could I meke one
more comment on this? I know, of course, that this matter
has a great importance for the whaling industry, but I have
no doubt that experts from the various countries which have
been dealing with this matter, have also cbserved this
question. I have no objection to this matter being referred
to such a cemmittee if the mejorlty of the Delegates here
wish to do so, but, as I have sald before, I cannot guite see
that this will have awy practical effect, I do not know
whether I have misunderstood what has peen saild here before
as te what the Norwegian Delegation sald last, but I was
under the impression that the letter from the Law Commlssion
dealt with the results of the meeting last year, not the
meeting now, I have not had a chance of studying the report
of this last meeting, but certainly at the meeting which
was held in Geneva in the spring of last year there were a
great many different opinions, That is what I thought we
wore pelng asked to comment on RoW, but not gn the last
meeting held quite recently in Geneva,
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Dr. A, Remington XELLOGG (U.S.4.): Has the meeting
any objeotlon to studying the Internation Law Commission's
report with a view to seeing the effect on the Whaling
Commission's progress? But thls is not the same as passing
Judgement on the Report of the International Law Commission.
There are two different items, When we gtudy the effect of
the provisions in the report on our programme, we do not pass
Judgement on the content., That is a matter for govermments.

Mr. R, @. R. WALL (United Kingdom): Mr. Chairman,
the United Kingdom would have no objection to a discussion on
the lines Mr., Jonsson and Dr. Kellogjhave suggested in the
Technical Committee, if that 1s gesired by other member
countries, But on a point of fact, what has been mentioned
here this morning is the Seventh Seasion report of the I.L.C.
This year the I.L.C. have had thelr Bighth Sesslen and that
ended on the Lth July. The I,L.C. have now gdopted finally
their repsrt g I understand 1t, and it is going direct to
the Unlted Nations Ffor debate in the General Assembly next
autumm or winter, I think, therefore, we should be clear,
1f I gm right - and I believe this is right -~ that there 1is
no question of any government or any body saying anything more
to the International Law Commission on this subject. That
is finished, The next stage is for govermmenis to make thelnr
opiniene known in the General Assembly of the final proposals
of the International Law Commission, I think if we have a
discussion, we must realise that it is on that basis we are
having 1%,

Secondly, 1f we are having a discussion, it would be
extremely helpful to have the Eighth Gemméssé§n%5 report,
which I myself for one have not seen. If weEare to discuss it
in the Technical Committee could somebody provide a copy of
the Eighth Session Report, so that we know what we are

talking gbout?
The SECRETARY: We have fifteen coples,

Mr, F, F. ANDERSON (Australia): T agree with Mr. Wall.
AB many of us here were present in the meeting in Rome, and now
the International Law Commission has made practically its
final report for the consideration of the Assembly, I do not
think any good is going to come out of any discussion here,
It 18 too late to make any recommendations to the International
Law Commission gnd I thinlk that all that was asked for before
really were comments on the results of the meeting., The
Secretary, with the authority of the Chairman, has submitted a
letter to that effect, that no action would be taken by the
Whaling Commilssi»n, I do not think any action can be taken
now, I think we would be very badly advised at the moment to
go ingo the rights and wrongs of the items in that particulsar
report,

Mr., G. JAHN (Norway): I do not agree, Mr. Chairman.
Even if the Law Commisslon has finighed, they would have the
right to express thelr opinion on the faects which affect our
Commisslon and on the whaling as gych, It 1s a very good thing
to have that pefore we ggzsemble, It 1s much better that we
should say something about it than that it sheculd come from a
single governmment, for 1t would then be lest,
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Dr. A.Remington KELLOGG (United States): Mr.Chairman,
there are scme Commissioners here who I feel sure will now feel
that they cught o report toc their own government on what was the
attitude of the Commission on this item. It is agreed that it
is a matter for governments to take up with the United Nations.
Each of the governmentis represented here may be advised of vwhat
the view of the Commission was. The Commigsion may make no
reply direect to either the Unlted Nations or anyone else; their
own governments can.

Mr. P. H. CORNER (New Zealand): Is it agreed that
the correspondence will Dbe circulated? I should 1ike to
consider this point of the Secretary, at the direction of the
Chairman, speaking on behalf of the Commission in this matter.
I think it would help if we had the actuzl documents.

The SECRETARY: Mr, Chairman, I am anxious to help
Mr., @rner and all the others Members of the Commission,
especially if I have persuaded you into a line of action which
possibly was a little high-handed. I did that, however,
entirely in the belief that all the people concerned were
already in communication with the United Nations. The letter
from the United Nations can, of course, be circulated, and the
Chairman's reply, but I only have one copy of he actual report.
It is now out of date, so to speak, but I can of course let the
Teehnical Committee this afterncon sese copies of the new report,
of which the Norwegian Deleggte to the International Law
Commission has sent me fifteen copies to arrive on Saturday.
That, of course, can be done.

Mr., G. JAHN (Norway): We have ten more, with those
you have that makes twenty-five.

The SECRETARY: A copy could be sent to each
Commissioner,

I should like %o say, Mr. Chairman, while I have the chance,
that I am extremely sorry if we have acted irregularly here,
but I believe there were gpecial circumstances which justified
it,knowing that all the people concerned were being ceonsulted
from a different angle.

Mr. Y. NARA (Japan): Concerning this gquestion, Japan
is not a member of the United Nations International Law Commission,
so0 officially we should have nothing from them. If possible we
wish to agree to Dr. Kellogg's proposal that the Commission ask
the International Law Commission — I mean this Commission - to
have their report sent to the individual governments of this
Commission, In this way all the Members of this Commission
could have the opportunity of studying it.
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The CHAIRMAN: We now have twenty-five copies in the
M=eting, so I think we can save you from asking for it from
the International Law Commission, We have copies here. You
will get one which will satisfy your need for the moment.

Mr, Y. NARA (Japan): Yes, for the moment, but could
the Commission ask the International Law Commission to send
their reports to all of the members in this Commission officially
as otherwise we should never have been notified of the report
according to official rules.

The BECRATARY: Mr. Chairman, may I make it clear
that the latest report was not one from the International Law
Commission but was apparently a private letter from the
Norwegian Delegate on the Commission, We have had no
communication with the Internationa’l Law Commission; the
original letter we had was from the United Nations. This
latest letier - we discussed it among ourselves here -
it seems to me is a private letter and signed by the private
delegate, Johan Cappelen, who is the Norwegian Delegate on the
International Law Commission; he has sent it out to us, andg -
%_zfry much doubt whether the governments concerned have yet

ad it.

Mr. F., F. ANDERSON (Australia): This did not come
from a nation represented on the Commission or from a United
Nations suthority. By what right do we receive letters from
reople who are not actually members of this Commission?

Mr. R. G. R. WALL {United Kingdom): I think actually
it goes a 1ittle further than that. First of 2ll, no country
has Delegates on the Internaticnal Zaw Commission, the members
are there in a purely personal capacity. Secondly, %o my
knowledge, there is not a Norwegian on the Commission. May
we hear from whom the letter has come?

The SECRETARY: These latest copies have coms from
the Delegation de Norwege, dated Geneva 10th July, 1956 and it
is signed, sending us these three documents - one of which is
the draft report of the International Law Gmmission covering
the work of its Eighth Session - it is signed 'Wohan Cappelen,
permanent delegatel that is permanent Norwegian delegate, at
least as I take it. We are not asked to do anything with it.

Mr. G. JAHN (Norway): The Norwegian Ministry of
Foreign Affairs has asked to get copies and send copies here
in order to make it easier for us to take up that point which
we have asked to be put on the Agenda, That is the only
thing, it is only to help different Menbers here to know what
they =zre talking about, We are not so formal that we should
know exactly; and if you have got a document which helps yow
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I would not go into whether it is right to send copies or not,

The CHAIRMAN: I think that perhaps we have now had
sufficient discussion on this very important Item on the Agendsa,
Item 22, but it is not quite clear if there.is much support for
the views of the Norwegian Delegate. To make things a little
clearer I should like to propose that we take a vote on this
Item to decide whether to delete it from the Agenda.

Mr. G. JAHN (Norway): I made a proposal to send it
over to the Technical Commit tee,

Dr, J. M. MARCHAND (South Africa): Is there a
motion in front of this Meeting to delete it?

The CHAIRMAN: Yes,

- Dr. J. M. MARCHAND (South Africa): Has it been
seconded, Mr. Chairman?

The CHAIRMAN: ©Not yet.

Dr, A. Remington KELLOGG (United States): Has it
been proposed?

The CHAIRMAN: I should like to propoge it.

Mr. P, F. ZRICHSEN (Denmark): I should like to
second that proposal to delete it.

The CHAIRMAN: It is so moved from the Chaillx,
and seconded by Mr. Erichsen from Denmarik, Are there any
further amendments to this proposal?

It has been proposed by Norway, I believe, to refer it
to the~Technical(bmmittee, but I think that is a dif ferent
matter, Are you prepared to take a vote now?

: Dr, J. M, MARCHAND (South Africa): Have we a
geconder for the Norwegian broposal, Mr, Chairman?
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Dz, A. Remington XELLOGG (United States): I second it.

The CHAIRMAN: The amendment is to move it over for
consideration by the Technical Committee.

Dr. A. Remington KELLOGG (United States): Whieh
takes precedence?

The CHATRMAW: May I ask the Secretary to take a
poll on the amendment.

The SECRETARY: Gentlemen, it is proposed that Item
22 should be deleted from the Agenda. It has been proposed
by the Chairmen and has been seconded by Mr. Erichsen of
Denmark. To that there has been an amendment moved, proposed
by Mr. Jahn of Norway, seconded by Dr. Kellogg of the United
States, that the matter should be referred to the Technical
Committee in accordance with ordinary procedure,

Mr, G, JAHN (Morway): Mr. Chairman, on a point of
order, I proposed that first, before you came with your
proposal, but you had neot taken it up and then you gsked
whether it was seconded.

: The CHAIRMAN: I must apologise for that. So we
turn it over.

Dr. A. Remington KBELLOGG (United States): 8o we
teke the amendment first, according to parlismentary
procedure, ‘

The SECRETARY: The sul»stantive Motions..
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The SECRETARY: The substantive Motion was moved by
Mr. Jahn of Norway seconded by Dr. Kellogg, that this matter -
Item 22 on the Agenda - be referred to the Technical Committee.
Te that, there is an Amendment proposed by the Chairman and
seconded by Mr. Erichsen eof Denmark, that the Item be struck off
the Agenda. In asccordance with ordinary procedure I take the
Amendment first, that is that Item 22 be struck off the Agenda,
May I ask each Commissioner to say 'yes' or 'no!,

Australia - Yes

Mr. H,S, DROST (Netherlands): Is this the proposal
of Mr, Jahn for which we are now voting?

The CHAIRMAN: It is a Motion to delete Item 22 from
the Agenda. A proposal has been moved tm submit it for
consideration to the Technical Committee, but the Amendment
comes first in the rules cf procedure,

The SECRETARY: You are voting now on whether this
should be eliminated from the Agendas,

Australis - Yes
Brazil - Not present
Caneda - Yes

Mr. P,F. ERICHSEN (Denmark): I have nothing against
this questicn being taken up by the Technical Committee, but
I would prefer that it be deleted from the Agenda altogether.,

The SECRETARY: May I continue®

Denmark - Yes
France - Yes
Iceland —~ Yes
Japan -~ No
Mexieco - Yes

Netherlands - Abstain
New Zealand - No

Norway ~ No

Panama ~ sbstain
South Africa - Yes
Sweden -~ No

U,S,8.R. ~ Yés

U,.8.A,. - Ne

T.K. - No

Mr, R,G.R. WALL (United Kingdom): I should iike to
explaln my veote,
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The SECRETARY: The result of the poll is that there
are 8 'yes's', 6 'no's! and two sbstentions. This is a matter
of a plain majority and therefore the 'yes's' have it, the
Amendment is carried and I now move that as the substantive
Motlon, that this be eliminated from the Agenda.

Mr. R.G.R., WALL (United Kingdom): 1May'I simply explain,
Mr. Chairmen, that my rould have been 'yes' if this had been
a matter of this e@méiiﬁgg“gr the Technical Committee taking into
account the whele of this Report ana discussing the general
prineiples and the law of the sez, and a great desal else, but
my vote was 'no' beecause I think it might have been useful in
the Technical Committee and this Commission to look at the
International Law Commission's Report in order to see what
effect 1t might have on whaling as such, and whether this
Commission k==, ow wishes to draw the attention of the several
governments concerned to any technical points that may be
peculiar to whaling which have a relationship or a bearing to-
this P=port. Because I think that might have been useful I voted
as I did.

¥r. F,H, CORNFR (New Zealand): I should also like
to explain my vote by sccepting exactly the statement that
has been made by the United Kingdom Commission, and to say
" further that I think it would be an sbdication of this
Commission's responsibility to dismiss this maetter when this
body had certain collective experience from the aspect of
whaling.

The SECRETARY: May I now move this as a substantive
Motion? I will now take the poll on the substentive Motion,

Dr. A, Remington XELLOGG: (U.S.A.): Is it necessary
to go to the substeantive Motion now that the Amendment is
carried?

The SECRETARY: Dr, Xellogg, youand I always want to have
a short cut, dbut I remember Mr. Corner called my attention
at a meeting that I had not moved a substantive Motion, which
I think 1s correct, but I do not think it is necessary,

Mr, F,H., CORNER (New Zealand): We have considered
this very summarily, we have not even had documents placed
before us, they were a0t circulated before we discussed this,
eand I think the extra two minutes of thought we have now had,
even without documents, might help the Commission to make
up thelr minds in a different way if we had the substantive
Motion vote,

The SECRETARY: I will poll the Commission on this
as a substantive Motion,
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Austrealis - Yes.

Mr., A, FRASER (Canadae)}: I am not clear on the
guestion,

The CHATRMAN: Mr. Drost of the Netherlands has
something to say,

Mr, H.S, DROST (Netherlands): I do not understand
what we are voting on now. '

The CHAIRMAN: The question is now clear, we have just
deslt with the Amendment and we now deal with the Motion as it
stands as a substantive motion.

The SECRET/RY: A Metlon was put before the Commission
by Mr. Jahn, seconded by Dr. Kellogg, that this matter - Item 22
on the Agenda - should go bhefore theTechnical Committee. To
that an Amendment was moved from the Chair, seconded by Do,
Ericheen thet the Item should be struck off the Agenda, We
have just veted on the Amendment as you have to take the Amendment
first. That Amendment was carried by 8 'yes's' to 6 'no's!.
As a matter of striectly correct procedure that Amendment now
has to be put as a substentive Motion, Therefore you have to
be asked to vote on it again,

The CHAIRMAN: Is that clear? Is there no
Turther misunderstanding?

The SECRETARY: Is everything clear?

Australia - Yes

. Canada - Yes
Denmark - Yes
France - Yes
Iceland - Yes
Japan -~ No
Mexico - Abstain
Netherlands - Abstain
New Zealand - No
Norway - No
Panama - MAbstain
South Africa - Yes
Sweden - No
U.5.8.R. - Abstain
U.S. A, - No

U.kK. ~ Ne
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The result of the poll is 6 'no's! ang 6 'yes's'.

Dr, A, Remington KELLOGG (U,S,A.): Mr, Chairman, I
would like to raise a point of order. I think under Parliementary
procedure the Chairmsn cannot put forward a Motion, and for
that reason I would like to say that the first proposal should
be thrown out,

Mr. A. FRASER (Csnada): Mr, Chairman, I think this
would be a good time, if you do no mind, te entertain a proposal
that we adjourn,

The CHAIRMAN: That would be my idea, so you could then
make up your minds at lunch time how to deal further with this
gquestion, I think if you try to settle this matter before lunch
you wlll get & very late lunch, T think it would be better if
we adjourned for a couple of hours, I should like to move that
" we comnvene agaln this afterncon as a plenary-session, so that
the Commlttees will meet later, I would suggest that we should
meet again at 3 p.m, After a short plenary session I would be
in favour of getting a start on the Cemmittees, Perhaps we
cculd meet in plenary session for one hour and after that we
could move over to Committee sessions,

Mr. G. JAHN (Norway): Before we adjourn could you
not distribute the documents and ask them to look at paragraphs
25 to 33. That is all that is necessary; 1t does not take very
much time, It would help clear the minda of many of the
delegates,

The CHAIRMAN: The copies will be distributed now,

(The Commission adjourned for lunch)
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The CHAIRMAN: Will you please coms %o order,

Before we start, Mr, Dobson has some announcements,

The SECRETARY: (Announcement regarding invitation
by Her Majesty's Government)

The next point 1s this: Document 5, which has heen
circulated, is the folder for which we are very much indebted
to Mr, Vangstein, containing the statistics for the year,
Would anyons tell me 1f they have not got that folder,as I
would 1ike them to have 1t at once,

Dr. A. Remington XKELLOGG (U,S.A.): You mean one
for a Delegation or ons for each member.

The SECR.TARY: I do not now if I have got encugh,
there may be one or two short; I am trying to f£ill as many gaps
as I can, Some of these were sent oub by post before the
meeting,

The CHATRMAN: The meeting is open agsin, and we have
to deal with Item 22 of the Agenda, the consideration of the
draft submitted by the United Nations. May I call for any
comments from the Commission on how %o act on this Item of ths
Agenda?

The SECRETARY: May T remind the Commission that the
terms of Ttem 22 are exactly as they were when I was requested
to put it on the Agenda. It refers to the Seventh Report of
the Law Commission.

I now f£fird that when I got the letter from Norway I
obtained a number of coples of that Report, some from the
United Nations and some from elgewhere, and I had intended to
eirculate 1t, The latest letter from Norway, of course,
refers to the Eighth Report, but copies of both are available,
However, the Agenda only refers, of course, to the Seventh '

Mr, H.S. DROST (Neitherlands): We start again on the
same point, I should 1like tc delete this point from the Agenda,

The CHATRMAN: Thark you, Mr, Drost, Is there
anybody who would like to second this proposal of Mr. Drost's?

Mr, A.N. SOLYANIK (U.S.S.R.): I second that.,
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The CHAIRMAN: Thank you so much, Captain Solyanilk,

Are there any further comments or amendments? There
are no amendments so the proposal shall stand to delete Item
22 of the Agenda, 1 should like to request the Secretary
to take a poll. ’

The SECRETARY: Will those in favour say 'yes!,
against 'no’.

Australia. Yes. Netherlands Yes
Brazlil Not present New Zealand No
Canada Yes Norway Ne
Denmark Yes Panama Not
France Not present present
Teceland Yem South Africa Yes
Japan No i Sweden No
Mexico Not present U. 5.5, R, Yes

U.B8. A, Xo

U. K. o

That resolution has attracted seven yeses and six noes,
so it is carried by one vote, but there are three not
present, That is carried,

The CHATRMAN: It means that Item 22 is now?
deleted from the Agenda, :

Dr. A. Remington KELLOGG (U.S,A,): Could we now
offer a resoluftion to consider the last Report of the
International Law Commission,

The CHAIRMAN: Is that moved by you and proposed,

Dr, A. Remington KBLLOGG (U.S.A.): I will make
it a proposal if anyone wanis to say anything,

Mr., G. JAHN (Norway): I second that,

Dr. A. Remington KELLOGG (U,S.A.): It is an entirely
different Report. I further move that we defer a vote on that
until people have had a chance to study the last Report.

- The CHATRMAN: You add that to your proposal, I see,
So you would like to propose that we get a new poli on this
Eighth Report of the I.L.C. and delay it for a couple of days
s0 that we can have a chance to look at it and study it
geriously, '
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Dr. A. Remington KELLOGG (U.S,A.): To give
individual Commissioners a chance to read it.

Mr, H.S, DROST (Netherlands): I think that is
probably not possible formally, because it has not been on
the Agenda, :

The CHATRMAN: You are right but also wrong, because
it is quite open on the Agenda, There are two drafts
and it is not quite clear which draft has been indicated on
this Agenda,

Mr, F.F. ANDERSON (Australia): May I draw your
attention to the Agenda, it says "Tenth Session", these
papers before us are the Eighth Session, at least two of
them are. This Item is not on the Agenda,

The CHATIRMAN: It is proposed by Mr. Anderson
of Australla that the Item just indicated by Dr. Kellogg is
not on the Agenda. Is that proposal seconded?

Dr, A. Remington KBELLOGG (U,S.A.): You could
put it under Item 23 if it is not eppropriate under 22,

Mr. H.S. DROST (Netherlands): Mr, Chairman,
the letter of 7th May has been deleted from the Agenda because
it was not put on the Agenda, and I do not see that we can
now put some other thing on the Agenda, even under Any Other
Business, otherwlse this letter -of 7th May could alsc be
“put under Item 23,

The SECRITARY: May I explain that the letter of
7th May involves an alteration of the Schedule, this
apparently does not involve any alteration. I am not saying
it should go on, but I want you to realise that this was
only received by us on Saturday,. The other one involves an

emendment of the Schedule and has to have 60 days notlce,

Mr. F.L., CORNER (New Zealand): A declsion has
been made to remove Item 22 from the Agenda, could we not
leave it at that? If, in the meantime, the Secretary could
circulate the copies of the dgcument, well, we could talk
about this Item under Any Other Business, and anybody else
who wants to make comments can do s8¢, and we could just leave
it until then,
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The CHAIRMAN: Does that satisfy the Commisgsion ?

Dr. J. M, MARCHAND (South Africa): I second
Mr. Corner's proposal.

The CHATRMAN: The proposal of Mr. Anderson is
not seconded up to now,

Mr, F.F, ANDERSON (Australia): All that I want to
point out is that 1t is not on the Agenda. They support me
in that because they want it discussed under another Item at
a laier stage. It does not say that the point I raised
is wrong, I think I am right. There is no motion as far as
I am concerned.

Mr, F.L. CORNER {New Zealand): If at the same
time the Sseretary circulates the Report of the Eighth Session,
he could alse clrculate the correspondence between himself
and the United Nations. I think it would complste the record.

The SECRETARY: That can of course be done, but
I would remind Mr, Corner that before lunch you were all
invited to collect a copy of the Eighth Session in the lounge.
There were only twenty-five copies of it and T also understand
there were something like that of the original one; they
could be eirculatcd too. They could then come up for
congideration at the Technical Committee undér Any Other
Buginess, That would be the simplest thing, without any
polling,

: Mr. F.L. CORNER {(New Zealand): It iz not so much
the actual reports by the International Law Commission I am
interested in, though 1t 1s useful to have those and it would
be helpful for them to be circulated, the particular thing I
want recorded in the Commission's business and circulated as a
document is merely the letier from the United Nations and
the letter from our Commission back tc the Unitzd Natlons in
connectlon with this document.

The SECRETARY: That is very simple,.
The CHATIRMAN: That can be done.

Dr., A. Remington KELLOGG (U.S.4A.): Under the Rules
of Procedure, Order of Business Rule XII:
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"No order of business which involves amendment

of the Schedule to the Convention, or recommendations
under Article VI of the Convention, shall be the
subject of decisive action by the Commission unless
the subject matter has been included in the
provisional order of businsss which has been
oclrculated to the Commizsioners at least 60 days

in advance of the meeting &t whieh the matter is

to be discussed,"

This does not involve any amendment to the Schedule,

The CHATRMAN: That is quite correct, Dr., Kellogg,
thank you,

The SECRETARY: I propose, in accordance with Mr,
Correr's suggestion, to circulate the correspondence, the two
letters, one from the United Nations and one back from the
Commission, and copies of the Reports referred to., Both of
them will be available to the extent which we have them,

I find T did ask the United Nations for LO copies of the
original ones and they could not supply; but if it might be
left like’ that then the matter can be brought up at the Technical
Committee under Any Other Business. I think we might leave i%
at that without any other formal polling, :

The CHAIRMAN: Is that acceptable, Gentlemen? You
will be supplied with these papers and it will be considered
in the Technical Committee,

Mr. F.L. CORNER: Or in this session under Any
O0ther Business? That is if anybody desires it.

The SECRETARY: That can always be done later on,

The CHAIRMAN: So that is settled now, Gentlemen.
I should now like to invite Mr. Vangstein to deal with

Item 12 of the Agenda, He will deal with 1955/56 figures of
the season's catch.

Mr, E. VANGSTEIN (Norway)e....
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MR. E. VANGSTEIN (NORWAY):

The Bureau of International #/haling Statistics has, as in
previous years, prepared a series of statistical surveys of the
catech in fields in and oubtside the Antarctic. This materizl will
be found in the folders which have been handed round. The folders
contain International Whaling Statistics Nos. XXXV and XXXVI.

The former publication comprises the catch in fields outside the
Antarctic in 1954, the latter the catch in the Antarctic in season
1954/55. Purther, the fdlders contain a provisional issue of
International Whaling Statistics No. XXXVII, covering operations
in fields outside the Aptarctic in the calendar year 1955 and some
whaling statsties relating to the last Antarctic season.

Some of the members of the Commission have earlier expressed
the wish to have the statistics presented to them before the
meetings of the Commission. The reason for this was that 1t is
difficult at the actual meetings to examine carefully the statistics.

On June 27th we sent the catch statistics for the last
Antaretic season to all the Commissioners, on the basis of a list
we received from Mr. Dobson. In order in some degree to limit
the flood of paper we regquested the Commissioners to bring with
them to this meeting the said material. In the folders handed
round now the statistics for last Antarciic season are therefore
not included. The said statistics are, however, included in the
folders distributed to the advisers and experts.

As the question of the date of future meetings is going to
be discussed I should like to say that if the Commission wishes
to have complete Antarctic statistics, the meetings cannot be held
earlier than they are this year. I think, however, that the
Cammissioners have very little use for complete Antarctic statlstics
. in connection with the meetings. A survey which shows the catch
in the Antarctic broken down into species and areas should be
sufficient. This we can do immediately after the close of the
geason, if the individual expeditions can furnish us by telegram
with the necessary particulars. A1l the expeditions have done
this in recent years, on the basis of which we have prepared surveys

for the Scientific Sub- Commitiee.

In the fields outside the Antarctic the production in the
calendar year 1955 amounted to about 519,000 barrels whale and sperm
0il, which is a good 50,000 barrels less than in the calendar year
1954, This fall is due to the fact that "Olympic Challenger"
which in 41954 operated off Peru and produced about 73,000 barrels
0il, was not in activity there in 1355. I draw attention to the
provisional issue of International Whaling Statistics No. XXXVII,
where detailed information will be found. In this we have, as
formerly, included a2 general map showing the situation of the
vapious land stations and the fields where the pelagic expeditions

have operated.

Tn the last Antarctic season 19 pelagic expeditions and 3
land stations tock part in the operations. This is the same number
of expeditions as in the season 1954/55, The 19 pelagic expeditions
employed 257 catching boats as compared with 233 in season 195L/55,
For season 195L/55 all the companies except ihe Soviet Union company
and the Panamanian company entered into an agreement for a
limitation of the catehing boat fleet. The agreement was briefly
to the effect that the large expeditions should not employ more than
13 boats. Attempt was made tc get a similar sgreement fqr season
1955/56, but without success. For this reason the catching boat
fleet increased considerably. However, I may mention that for the
coming season the companies have entered into an agreemgnt for
limitation of the catching boat fileet. All the companies have
subseribed to the agreement except the Soviet-Russian, which has,
however, been asked to do so. If the Soviet-Russian company S1gnS
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the agreement the catching boat fleet in the coming season will
consist of 222 boats, apportioned between 20 factory ships.
Japan is, as is known, sending sz new expedition in the coming
season in addition to "Olympic Challenger", which it has bought
from Olympic Whaling Co. S.A.

The keen competition for the permitted number of whales has
in recent years led to a great expansion of the catching boat
Tleet. The fleet is considerably larger than is required for
taking the permitted number in the time at disposal. A large fleet
of catching boats involves an irrational use of catching msterial
and high running expenses. With a smaller number of catching boats
"the catch will nevertheless be the same. It is for this reason
that the companies have entered into this agreement respecting a
limitation of the catching boat fleet.

The taking of fin whales commenced on January 7th and of blue
whales on February 1st. It was permitted to capture humpback
whales only in the period February 1 - L. The operatiocns closed
on March L4th, which made it the shortest season ever experienced
in the Antarctic. The hunting of fin whales lasted ounly Hh8 days
and that of blue whales %3 days.

The catch amounted to 14,87k units, which is 126 units less
than the fixed msximum, 15,000 units.

The pelagic expeditions captured

1,611 blue whales
25,289 fin whales
1,432 humpbacks
276 sei whales
6,881 sperm whales.

This is about 550 blue whales and 600 fin whales fewer than
in season 1954-55. :

0f whales smaller than the stipulated minimum sizes there were
taken .

78 blue whales
362 fin whales
18 himpbacks
1 seil whale

according to the statements sent in. For blue and fin whales the
figures are approximately the same as in season 195L/55.

Outside the official whaling period there were taken

2 blue whales
5 fin whales
L humpbacks.

Ag is known, at the meeting of the Commission in Moscow in
1955 it was resolved to open the Pacific sector for pslagic hunting
of baleen whales for 3 years. This sector has been closed in
pursuance of international whaling agreements since 1938. Before that
date there was in fact no considerable whaling in the Pacific sector.
This sector, which we have designated Area I, comprises the region
from 70° West and westwards to 160° West. In this area 3,681
units were taken, representing about 25,5 of the totazl pelagic catch
of baleen whales. This resulted in a corresponding reduction of
the catch in the o0ld fields. In these (from 700 West and eastwards
to 160° West) about 11,000 units were taken by the pelagic exped-
itions. In seasons subsecguent to 1945/L6 15,000 - 16,000 units
have been captured in these fields and in the last seasons prior

to 19L40/L1 20,000 - 30,000 units.



_24_3_

The majority of the Scientific Committee stated last year that
the cateh ought as soon =zs possible to be reduced to 11,000 units.
The committee was aware that out of regard for the whaling industry
such a reduction could not be effected immediately, but must be
brought about gradually. The opening of Area I has had@ the effect
that the taxation of the o0ld fields in last season was reduced to
about 11,000 units. The great question now is whether we shall
get from Area I in the coming seasons as large a catch as this year.

In Areas II and IV the catch last season was approximately as
large as the average in the postwar seasons. In Areas ILII and V
on the other hand the catch last ssason was 1600, and 1400 units
respectively lower than the average since the war.

In the material distributed, tables and graphs will be found
which show the catch and production in each square and each 10°
longitude sector in recent seasons. As will be seen, whaling was
mdertaken in all 35 longitude sectors in season 1955/56. In 6
of these sectors, two of which in Area I, the catch was, however,
less than 100 units.

The average catch of blue whale units per catcher's day's work
was last season 0.99. This is a rise compared with the previous
season of 0.08 units. In Area I the average catch per catcher's
day's work amounted to 1.16, as compared with 0.95 on an average
in the other L areas. As already mentioned, the operations last
season lasted 58 days. One of the causes of this short season is
prooably the opening of Area I. On the basis of the average catch
obtained in Areas II to V the operations would have lasted 61-62
days. Further, it must possibly be reckoned that if all the pelagic
expeditions had also this year been concentrated in the old fields,
it would probably have resulted in = lower average catch than was
actually obtained last season.

The average yield per blue whale unit for the pelagic
expeditionas was 121.6 barrels, ii.e. L.3 barrels more than in the
preceding season. The highest average yield was in Area I, namely
135.8. In Area II the average yield was 127.5 Pbarrels, while in
th e other 3 areas it varied from 106 to 114 barrels. When it relats
to the yield in Areas 1 and II it must be noted, however, that in
Area I about 100% more blue whale units were saken in the last half
of the season than in the first halif. This is due %o the fact that
some factory ships moved into Area I toward the end of the season.

As the whales are fattest at the end of the season this has resulted
in a relatively large yield in this area. In Area 1L, on the other
hand, the cateh in the last part of the season was somewhat less

than in the first part, which has resulted in a relatively low
average yield. If the distribution of the operations last season

in Area II had been the same as in Area I, the yield in Area II would
probably have been about 132 barrels, or approximatsly the same as

in Area I. The average yileld last season may therefore indicate
that the whales in Area I are Jjust as fat as in Area II. No certain
conclusions can be drawn of course on the basis of the statistics

for a single season. There may have been some special conditions

in Area I last season which led to the high production figures.

The average size of blue and fin whales last season was the
same a8 in the previous sSeason. It may be mentioned, however,
that the average size of the blue whale in Area 1 was lower than the
average size in the other areas. In the case of the Tin whale the
average size in Area I was about the same as in Areas II-V. 1t
the stocks of whales in Area I are entirely or partially separate
tribes, these have not previously been taxed in any substantial
degree. We should have expected therefore a somewhat higher
average size of the whales taken in this sector, but, as will
be seen, this was not the case. However, the percentage of immature
fin whales is considerably lower in Area I, namely 17.9% as compared

with 28.3% in the other areas.
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The hlue whale catch fell by about 550 animals. The blue
whales in percentage of blue and fin whales amounted to 65 as compared
with 7.7% in the preceding season. However, this decline is due
to the putting forward of the opening date for taking of blue whales.
In the period February 1 to March L the catch of blue whales relatively
to the total cateh of blue and fin whales amounted to 11.5%, as
compared with 9.57% in season 1954/55. In seasons 1945/L6 - 1951/52
the blue whale cateh varied betweon 23 and 32i4% and in seasons 1931/32 -
1935/36 between 38 and 627. From South Georgia 3 blue whales were
ecaught. It may be menticned that in the season 1926/27 3,689 blue
.whales were caught.

On the 4 days in which hunting of humpback whales was permitted,
a total of 1L25 animals was processed. Of these, B82L were taken
in Area IV and L67 in Apea V. In Aveas T and III 4134 were taken
in =211. It is, as is known, not permitted to hunt humpback whales in
Area TI. In the last three seasons the hunting of humpback whales
has been restricted to 4 days. According to the reports receilved
there were captured on these 4 days a total of 2519 humpback whales in
" the saild 3 seasons. This gives an average per season of 840.

The catch for the 3 land stations on South Georgia last season
was approximetely the same as in the two preceding seasons, 1,384.8
blue whale units were taken. The total catch in the Antarctic

amounted therefore to 16,255 units.

THE CHAIRMAN: Thank you very much for your attention.
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The CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Mr. Vangstein, for your
DPresentation,

Gentlemen, you have heard Mr, Vangstein present his report
in a very clear way, are there any comments? You will get the
full report in the Verbatim record. I believe the Scientifilec

Commlttee will deal wit +the figures of the Peport as it stands
TIOW, , :

Mr. R.G.R. WALL {United Kingdom): As regards your
last remark, Mr, Chairman, that the Scientific Commlttes
vill no doubt be considering this report and will be giving
us their advice gdbout it, I would ask whether the Scientific
Committee will sspecially give us their advice on the figures
and arguments on pages 21 and 22,

Page 21 dealswith the question of the average size
of the different specles of whales, from which it appears that
when you adjust the presentation of the figures in order to
make them comparable over recent years, the average size of
blue and fin is now lower than at any time in the past. On
page 22, on the sexual maturity of the whales, apparently the
percentage of immature whales, both blue and fin, 1s again
higher than in any past season.

These points just struck me when I was readlng the document,
eand I should like to know whether the scientlsts see any special
significancein the addition of last season's figurcs to the |
previous trend. .

There is one other point on page 21, where Mr, Vangsteln
points out that Area 1, where you might have expeected a
pomewhat higher average slze of whales caught than in the
other traditional whal¥'areas, does mnot have this higher
average size, and I again wondered if the scientists were
able to give us any explanation, 1, for one, should bhe
grateful for this. Thank you, Sir,

. The CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Mr. Wall. Without doubt
the Scientific Committee will review these gquestions when they
are studying the discussions in committee, and you will get
the results in the other sessions,

-

Dr, N.A. MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom) I think I can
zay we shall be very glad to discuss these matters, but we
sannot guarantee to give a £irm answer to these problems,

The CHATRMAN: Thank you so much, Dr. Mackintosh,

Before we adjourn the Plenary Session I believe our
Secretary wishes to make some announcenrsnte,

The SECRETARY: (Announcement regarding meeting of
the Scientific and Technical Committees. Also arrangements

|
|

|
{
!
!
{
|

./ —
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for the Finance Commnittee)

Dr. N.hA, MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom): May I ask
one gquestion for guidance, On this guestion of humpbacks
and the nunber of days fishing for the humpbacks, I understand
that that 1s deleted an an Item Tor any amendment of the Schedule.

Fhe CHAIRMAN: Yes,

Dr. N.A. MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom): But T had the
impression from one or two speakers. that they might like us to
discuss 1t and give an opinicn, Is that so, or not% I am
not gquite sure, . '

The CHAIRMAN: Yes, Dr, Mackintosh, that is quite
right, as you say, because under Any Othér Business you can
consider all problems concerning whaling, without touching
the Schedule, so to speak, You can have a free discussion
under Any Other Business in that way, Will that suit you?

Dr, N.A. MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom): Yes, thank
you wvery much,

Mr, R.G.R. WALL (United Kingdom): I was only going
to ask if we are now going to break up into committes, may
we know the programme for tomorrow$ I8 there a Plenary session
tomorrow?

The CHATRMAN: No Plenary tomorrow, When everything
has progressed I hope we can convene again on Wednesda¥ afternoon
in Plenary session. It will be about three or four o clock,
1t depends on the discussions in the committees, I suppose,

The SECRETARY: I was asguming that Mr. Wall and
the other commitiece would start again at ten tomorrow and would
go on until they had finished, Therefore, I was not suggesting
any Plenary tomorrow, There will be a Plenary on Wednesday,
We have got to get these two committees out of the way and it
may take some time, ‘

The CHATRMAN: Does that suit you, Mr. Walle

Mr. R.G.R. WALL (United Kingdom): Yes, but I am
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Just wondering about the point of finishing before we have

another Plenary, There is at least one Item of the Agenda
on which I think you agreed that we might have a2 prior word
in Plenary before the Committees took ity that is Item 5

or Item 6, I am not suggesting we do it now, but I think

that was agreed.

The SECRETARY: The alteration of the date of the
meeting?

Mr, R.G.R. WALL (United Kingdom): Yes.

The CHATRMAN: Yes, that 1s quite right, Mr, Wall.
Item 6 especially, the alteration of the date of the meeting
shouid be discussed in the separate committees, also thers
ls probably need for guidance from round the table at the
Plenary session to get a more exact idea of what we have
to do in the future,

Would 1t suit you if after tea we continued for a
short while with the Plenary session to get Item 6 out
of the way, and so get a fresh start tomorrow morning at
ten with the commitiees?

The SECRETARY: The advantage of meeting at half-
past four, say, and finalising the Plénary is that in this
rqom We have the loudspeaker layed on, but the moment the
Comittees start we do not have it layed om, So it would
be better, if it is convenient to Mr, Wall and Dr. Mackintosh,
to have a Plenary at half-past four to finish this guestion,
and start again tomorrow with the Committees at ten.

The CHAIRMAN: Is that acceptable, Gentlemen?
(Agreed) Then I adjourn the meeting until half-past
four,

(Tea Break)
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The CHAIRMAN: Gentlemen, will the Meeting please come
to order. The Plenary session is opeén, and we now have to deal
with Ttem 6 on the Agenda - "Pogsible alteration of the date of
the Annual Meeting", Mey I call for comments on this Item of
the Agenda,

Mr. A. KODAKI (Jspan): I am speaking on behslf of
Mr., Nara.

On this Item 6 there are three alternatives I understand.
As to the meeting in April, we have to raise an objection to that,

catches in the provious season if we. hove ths mecting in April; bub
apart Crom that we sometimes have to consult our inspectors or the
industry’s representatives before we come to this Meeting. Our
people hayve a long way to go home and we should not have enough
time to cope with 1t, Sometimes also we may want to bring our
industry 's representatives to this meeting but if it is held in
April this is very, very difficult,

Also, from the budgetary point of view, I am afraid we cannot
accept this because ocur Pfiscal year starts on lst April ang usually
Parliament approves the Budget only at the lagt mement, that being
midnight on 31st March, Then the actual appropriation of funds
takes some time so that we cammot give you the number and names
of our representetives who may be attending this Meeting. That
is another reason why we cannot accept April.

meeting about now or in September or October, But in case we

I think that is all I have to say for the moment.

The CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Mr. Kodaki.

The reasons that we raised this matter were thege, Firstly,
that we have felt, as I think Mr., Kodaki has just said for Japan,
that when we meet in July we have not idesally as much time'to
study the catch data for the preceding year as we should likeyp,
more especially when the Delegation has to travel, When we are
at home in our own country we have time. If we have to go to
another country then the data is not with us in sufficient time
to consult our industry tefors we have to go to the Mevting in
July, and no doubt that is the situation of Delcgations wnich
have come to¢ London this time.
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But more important than that from our aspect is that by
meeting in July the fate of the Commission's recommendations is
not, or may not, be settled until even as late as Wovember, and
long befere November the whaling industry have made all their
arrangements for that season and indeed, of course, the fleets
are on their way.

We feel in the United Kingdom that we should pay as much
attention as we possibly can to the proper requirements of the
whaling industry of our own and every country. This mey not
have mattered quite so much a2 few years ago when we were not
changing the catch ceiling very often or by a very great amount,
but in the last year or two we have been changing the catch
celling and if the scientists are right in the advice they are
giving us we may be changing the catch celling more drastically
in the years shead. The more we go in that direction, the more
it seems to us only falr and reasonsble to the whaling industries
that if we are going to give them & hard fate they should know
well in advance what thelr fate is going to be and not be at the
mercy of such things until they have cetually started committing
their resources for a season and sending their ships to the
Antarctic.

As between the two alternatives: April or September, or
may we say the Spring and the Autumn, we oursselves would much
prefer the Autumn for thig reason above all, that if the Commissiom
should meet in April we would think that it is really quite
impossible for Mr. Vangstein - ably and quickly though he does
the work of assembling these statistics ~ we would think it is
impossible for him to give us by April in any year & sufficient
picture of the season which has just ended, I should have
thought that in the space of six weeks it is almost impossible
to collate and collect the material, and then to have it printed
and disseminated; that sounds toc much to expect; and 1t does
seem to us that for the Commission to meet in the Spring of the
year without really knowing what has happened in the season which
has just ended is not a very good arrangement.

The argument against our own solution of the Autumn is, I
believe, the feeling that 1f the Commission meets in the Autwm
obviously thelr recommendations cannot apply to the season which
is almost Immediately ahead and therefore there will be an
intervening season and the Commission will not be able to act
except in relation to a season Tifteen months ahead. That is an
argument I admit of which we should take account. DPBut I would
say this:on the other side. Pirstly, that I think that the
scientists own advice to us is that we should not, if we can
avoid 1%, make sudden changes in the regulations; that we should
try to have a sort of programme to which we are working and, if
we are going on that sort of principle, I would think it would not
matter so much if you are plamning fifteen months ahead, because
it may be that that is precisely what we ought to be doing any way.

The second thing is that if nevertheless there were a sudden
catastrophe, a sudden change in the whaling situation, the
Commission can always meet specially; and if there were a sudden
catastrophe I would imagine that whatever the date in the year of
our normal meeting we might have to meet specially in any event.
Therefore, on balance, we in the United Kingdom would suggest
that the mesting should be changed to the Autumn rather than to
the Spring; but having said so much, if there should be a strong
feeling in the Commission the other way we shall go along with
the April meeting,but in preference to a meeting in July and we
would prefer ocurselves to meet in the Autumn.,
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The CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Mr. Wall, Are there any
other comment on this Item on the Agenda?

Mr, G. JAHN (Norway): I have listened to the arguments
from the United Kingdom and in many respects I agree with them.
$eptember is not convenient if it is necessary to take some
immediate steps. We cannot expect the whales to prepare
themselves for the season so that we get the information in
September or Qctober or something like that.

The Spring, on the other hand, is in many respectis belter.

It is argued that the statistics will not be there at that time,
but I think we can prepare the statisties even as early for this
Commission as has been done for the meeting of the Scientific
Committee, and I do not think that the International Whaling
statistics will be of very much consequence for supplying the
figures for only one year. If you could put the meeting in
the latter half of the last days of April what difference would
it make? You could get the seme statistics as you have now.
You could not print it, but it is not printed now nor is it for
last season. But you could get it in the form in which you now
have it, almost the same thing.

But it is another thing for Japan, that is a more difficult
question which they have to settle with their Government. I
recognise that.

The only thing I have against September is that 1f it is
necessary to summarise, to take steps which we ought to apply to
the coming season, we cannot do it when we take such steps in
September. It is not possible to carry it through. The guestiion
is then for September in time to bring in_new regulatioms for :.the
coming season, and we shall have to wait for fifteen months?
I do not think, however, that it is necessary to go down Tifteen
months; T hope it will not be necessary from 15,000 to 10,000.
When do we have a season when we take 15,000 and then must go down
and have the collapse of the whaling industry and we cannot indicate

it any more?

So to me it is not so important whether you take September
or the Spring, dbut from the Norwegian point of view we prefer
the Spring because evenl July is late for the coming seasol.
T think the Spring or the beginning of May is the best and, as
to the whaling statisties, I think we will get sufficient
information at that time - the Scientific Committee get sufficient
information - and I do not think that you go mere thoroughly
inte the statistics than the Seientific Committee does. I do
not have the impression that many of the Commissioners study
international whaling statisties from beginning to epd or read
through. T think that is not the most importan@ thing, the
most important thing 1is their treatment of the figures and all
other information by the Seientific Committee from the
international whaling statistics. Last year I promiged to look
into it as to whether we could see€ from that the whaling s?ocks,
the fin-whale stock, but in reality the international whaling
statistics say very little about 1t. ;t may happel that it shows
something but we can get very little evidence on Tin-whales from
the statistics, whereas we can for blue Whalgs. When the fin-~
whales are as scarce as the plue whales it will show it, but up
+o now 1t has heen very difficult to see it from those statistics
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© Dr. J. M. MARCHAND (South Africa): Mr, Chairman,
Mr, Wall of the United Kingdom has covered the ground very
thoroughly, I would say, on this matter, and we from Seuth
Africa reel exactly the same on this matter as those of the
United Kingdom, I am afraid that I cannot quite agree with
Mr., Jahn that the statistics are of no value.

Mr. G. JAHN (Norway): I aid not say that. I
have worked with this from the berinning, you know.

Dr. J. M, MARCHAND (Scuth Africa): Perhaps I used
the wrong word, but Mr, Jahn inferred that the statistics were
not very important in the way which we would like tc have them
before we come to this meeting, I may say that in the
Scientific Committee we hear that complaint all the time at
every session, that people have not had time to study the
statlstics of the last geason, On this particular occasion,
I may say, as far as I am concerned, I got the latest
statistics gt about four o'elock on Friday afternoon.

There was hardly time to study the statistiocs of the last
season gnd come gnd git in this Meeting. How anybody is
going to get gtatistics i{n time even to have g cursory
glance by April, I do not know, However, if the Meeting
feels that they do net want to change from July, we would

be prepared to keep July; 1if 1t were to be changed we would
prefer to have September.

Mr, G. JAHN (Norway): I have not said that
statistics were very unwelcome. They are very valuable for
the catch of humpbacks, for instanee; but what I have said
is that you cannot, from international statisties, say
enything definite about the gtock of fin whales 1o that
dlstrict; 1t is impossible so far ag the statisties are
concerned now, Ycu cannot say this from the general
statisties, you must have other information and what is in
the %nternational statistics of whaling, That is what I
meant,

The CHAIRMAN: Has the Commissioner of the
United States something to add to the dlscussion gbout a
Possible alteration?

Dr. A, Remington KELLOGG (U.S.4.): T think most
¢f’ the points that we might have been prepared to raise, have
already been raised, :

Mr, G. JAEN (Norway): As I said, I do not stress
the spring very much, I said that September was convenlent
1f it were necessary to take certain gteps. I am not against
September; I think it is in some ways a better month than
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April, but if it comes to the point that we have to make

a sudden decision, then September will be too late. However,
if that should happen, we could convene a meeting at gnother
date, so I propose that we change to September, I do not
like July; that is the only month when it is worth living

in Norway,

Dr. N. A, MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom): May I gsk
a question from the Norwegian Delegation? How soon would
they be gble to get some {nformation on, for example, length
statisties for the whaling sesson? Would it be possible to
have gome by 4April®

The CHAIRMAN: Yes, the second half.

dg BT
\\\\\25, Ne 4. MACKINTOSH (Urited Kingdom): We have

informationYon the catch; I am not sure whether we have 1t
on the length statistics,

Mr. B, VANGSTEIN (Norway): It is impossible to
have these lengths before the middle of July.

Dr, A, Remlngten KELLOGG (U.S.A.): In view of the
fact that you ecannot get length statistics until July, 1t
seems to me that that would mitigate any consideration of
having a spring meeting, pecause it is important to the
Sclentific Committee to have the figures on the lengths, I
belleve that it might be sdvisable to meet in the first week
of October rather than September, ’

The CHAIRMAN: Therefore there is more than one
possibility, but they all revolve pound the normal date for
the meeting, July. Every Delegation has made its
observation, but it 1is not yet clear to me whether there is
a mdjoriiy in favour of some other date than the normal time
for meeting, July, It seems to £it in quite well between
cther intepnational meetings, but from what support thers is
for a change I got the lmpression that more people are 1in
favour of moving to the fall than to the spring.

Dr, N. A. MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom}: May I add
something to what I gald 4n explanation? The point I had in
mind was that, according to the statistics which we have now
geen, I gather from a rather rapild glance that there has been
a glight fall in the average size of the blue, fin and
humpback whales, if one takes those over a certain length,
From the sclentifiec point of view, I believe we shall think
that that is net very slgnificant in itself, but if, after
next season, there is o further drop in the average gige, it



_53_

oo Sl

may then be a danger signal, and if we had further evidence
that the stock was falling in number, we might then think

that the situation was getting rather serious. But if the
next meeting were not until September or Qctober, we should
be gble to du nothing until the season of 1958 te 1959, That
is g11 I wanted to make ¢lear.

N The CHAIRMAN: That makes the position g 1ittle more
complex I imagine, . -

The SECRETARY: Mr. Chairman, I take no part in this
matter, but I did want to plead that 1f this matter is going to
the Committees, it should go to the Pinnnce Committes C
because, although i1t may be a very minor matter, an alteration
of the date will have, I will not sey anything more than,
repercussions on finance and would make it gasier for us 4o
find ocurselves without any money. I hope this matter will
go to the Finance Committee, There may prove to be
difficulties, but I am sure they can all be overcome.

The CHAIRMAN: This is only to get a general
impression round the table, but it will be gealt with further
in the Committees,

Mr, F. F. ANDERSON (Australie): We realise, of
course, that the pelaglc expeditions are the ones we want to
watch very carefully, but I alse think the shore stations
have to be taken into consideration, July or the end of
June sults us guite well, although 1t means that the
industryig representatives must pe gway from thelr statlons
when the¥ are actually working, This might not seem very
important to the pelagile people, put it 1s important to the
land stations, We are quite satisfied with July as it
stands; we do not like the idea of extending to October, and
if it is g cholce between Aprll er September, we would
rather have September, because we pealise that we would then
have the figures, We are not using the reason why cne
distinguished member said he could not live in his country
except in a certain month. As far as we are concerned, we
would pe coming into the winter away from the summer, and we
would not like 41t very much, But that is our viewpeoint,
that we would pather have September than April, but we would
preferably pather leave it as 1t is, '

,.

Mr., H. S. DROST (Netherlands): Having listened to
11 these comments, I should 1ike to propose that we keep July.

The CHAIRMAN: That is another view, to stick whers
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WE aI'S,.

I think, Gentlemen, we have had a full discussion cn this
question 1n this plenary session, We can leave it now for
further consideration in the different Committees where the
varimus opinions can be gettled more definitely than has
been the case here. It was notthe idea to solve this problem
at once, However it must be solved, Nearly every month
has been mentioned round the table here, but on the whole the
average seems to be July, Nevertheless, we must walt and
see what can be brought rorward in the three Committees,

I sheuld now like to bring to an end this dlscussion on
Item 6 of the Agends and adjourn this plenary session for
today. We have dealt with g1l the Items of the Agenda and
allocated the relevant ones to the various Comulttees.

I will now adjourn this plenary gession until probably
Wednesday efterncon, depending on how the Committees get on.
I hope that all the members nominated this morning to the :
different Ccmmittees, wlll take part in the discussion of their
CGemmittee tomorrow at 10 .M., 80 that we can speed up slightly
the proceedings of this Anmual Meeting, '

Thank you very much for this discussion, This seésion
1s adjourned,

(The Conference adjourned at 5 Delle }
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The CHAIRMAN: Will the Meeting please come to order.
The second Session 1s now open, and I would ask your attention for
some remarks from the Secretary, Mr. Dobson.

(The SECRETARY made announcements about & Cocktail partys:
and also various documents that had been distributed).

The SECRETARY: Mr. Chairman, I am desired to let you
know that His Excellency, the Mexican Minister, would like to make
an announcement to the Commission in connexion with the signing
of the Protocol with which you dealt yesterday.

The CHAIRMAN: May I c¢all upon His Excellency the
Mexican Minister to take the flocr.

His Excellency the MEXICAN MINISTER: I have received
instructions from my Government to announce to the Commission
that Mexico aceepts the Protocol proposed by the United States
and 1s ready to sign in due course.

The CHAIRMAN: Thank you very much. We are very glad
to hear this from your side as it is some proof that we can reach
the conclusion we need. We need the support of somebody else as well
but this 1s some progress. I am now certain that in a short time
the Protocol will pass through all the Governments concerned and !
we will carry out the wishes of our Commission.

May I ask your attentlon agsin for the Secretary for s moment.

The SECRETARY: It has been suggested to me by the
American Commissioner that if we can act as intermediaries or can
help His Excellency in any way I shall be delighted to do so,
but it is & matter between Mexico and the United States.

~

His Excellency the MEXICAN MINISTER: I understand that.

The CHATRMAN: Well Gentlemen, we can now take the main
item of this, I hope, short Plenary Session. There is then a lot
of business hefore you to settle. We know quite well that there
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is a good deal of reésponsibility upon the shoulders of the
Chalrmen of the Commitiees who have to make their reports to put
before the Plenary Sessions.

This time we have before us Document XV dealing with Item 6
of the Agenda "Possible glteration of the date of the Annual
Meeting". I hope you have all seen the contents of this
Document XV and would like to give us your comments upon the
reactions of the three Committees who have dealt with this questior
in their discussions.,

Do you want to go through it quickly®? Is there any
comment on D ocument X9 :

~

Mr. G. JAHN (Norway): Mrp. Chairman, regarding this
document we have before us, the position on the Technical,
Seientific and Finance Committees is not the same, so that there ape
in reality three different gtandpoints,

It seems that all the dates are lnconvenient, July is
inconvenient, September is inconvenient and the Sgring is
inconvenient, We are having the Meeting in the iatter part of
July now. The Bnglish industry says it gives them very short
notice. On the other hand, as has been stated by several
Members, September gives good notice for the companies, but it
may be inconvenient for other reasons.

I did not mention during the last discussion the question
of obgerversg, When 1t will be possible to have the new
baragraphs in the Convention retified we have to arrange for
observers and if it is September it is too late.

Why not make some concession and say that the Meeting
shall be held in summertime, preferasbly in the 1att§r half of
June?  That would give the Bnglish industry more time. Most

The CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Mr. Jahkn. May I as¥k the
Commissioners if they have any further comments?

Mr. R. G. R, WALL (United Kingdom): I notice, Sir,
that the Scientific Commit tee in effect suggest that the meeting
should be held in June or July. If the meeting were held in
June I would not myself think that the argument which we have
raised is very much affected, becauge if the meeting were in June
the difficulty vis-A-vis the whaling industry is not very

for the preceding season which, when we have 4o travel to the
meeting, are barely in our hands before we leave our countrieg.
The June meeting would accentuate that difficulty, to my mind,
without significantly assisting things from the industr»y's point
off view, 80, with all respect to thig recommendation, I would
feel myself that the real chdlce is still between the Autumrk and



- 57 -

of
the Spring. But may I then ask a gquestion #» the Chairman of
the Scientific Committee: could he explain to us why the
Scientific Committee think that a later date than July is not
desirable? There are no reascons given here, and I should like
to know what they are.

The CHAIRMAN: Perhaps Dr. Mackintosh would take this
opportunity to make clear what is behind the Seientific
Committee's recommendation.

Dr. N. 4., MACKINTOSH {United Kingdom): I did not guite
reglize that this particular guestion would be raised now and 1
have not got all my notes with me, but I think I can tell you
that the Committee was mainly influenced by the thought that
if the Meeting were in the Autumn,and supposing we thought that
some urgeni steps were needed in relation to the whaling
regulations, then 1t would not be possible to put anything into
force until wirtually a year and a half later,

There has been raised the possipility that supposing the
statistics of the past season,; which were ready say in May or
June, were examined and we saw something which seemesd to be a
warning when taken with the general trend of the catches over
the recent years, then possibly a special meeting of the
Commigsion could be called; but we really wondered whether
seriously that is practicable. It is perhaps not for the
Scientific Committee to say whether they think 1t practicable
or not, but in fact there are Members of the Scientific Committee
who have experience of these things, and we had to take that
point inte consideration. We felt rather doubtful whethel 1n
Tact, people like the Commissioners here - who are all peomptle
%with other matters to attend to as well - might find it
exceedingly difficult if they were called to a special meeting.
I think that wes the main point which was in ocur minds.

We did also consider the posesibility of a meeting in the
Spring, but we felt that we did want at least to have some idea
of what the recent season's catches were. We do not attach
first-class importance to having the statistics in full, but
it is important toknow something gbout what has been going on
and, all things considered, we thought it would be difficult to
have 1t before the beginning of June. )

I may have forgotten one or two points, but I think those
are the main points.

Mr. G. JAHN (Norway): Wnen I mentioncde..
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Mr. G, JALHN (orway): When I mentioned the second
half of June I thought we gave some concession to the British
industry. I do not know whether the British industry is
something different from the Norwegian industry, because those
people do not complain.

The CHAIRMAI: Thank you, Mr. Jahn.
Are thers any further commsnts, CGentlemen? I seens
clear that we are speaking in terms of the widdle of the year.

Mr., G. JLEN {Worway): I would make a dsfinite
proposal that the next Meeting be held in the latter part of
June.

The CHAIRMAY:  Thank you, Mr. Jahn, I think that is
gulite clear. Is this proposal seconded?

Dr. A. Remington KBLLOGG (United States): I would
second that.

The CHATRMAN: That is seconded by Dr. Kellogg of
the United States.

Mr. R.G.R. JALL (United Kingdom): Sir, with all
respect, I am nobt sure that I gquite go along with the viewvcint
expressed by Dr. Meclkintosh just neow Irom the Scientific
Committee.,  Their concern is that if we were to meet late in
the year there would not be time, if a crisis had developed, 10
apply measures for the immediately following season, Buat I
think, you see, that if we had a meeting in June or July we
should, in effect, be in the same vposition because, on the
assumption that a crisis had developed, this Commission would
presumably be proposing that the blue whale unit ceiling should
be reduced from 15,000 to, it might be, 12,000 or 10,000,
because something really serious had happened. Then, you see,
I believe that that recommendation might not be unanimously
agreed within the Commission at the meeting in June or July,
and anyway we would have to wait to see whether governments
were going to accept it. Then the governments - at least my
ovin Government for one - would be faced with the difficult
situation that the catch might be reduced by one-third or
something of +that order, shall we say, and meanwhile the
whaling expeditions would have made all their arrangements on
guite a different basis. Jithout forecasting vhat my
Government would de in such an event I would say that it
makes it much wore difficult for the Government to accept that
recommendation when the whaiing industry has already made nlans
and committed its resources on a guite different basis.

I suspect that, in effect, you sitill might not get that
recommendation in for the inmmesdiately following season, and
that is why I suggest that we wmight, in the end, find
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ourselves with the same result.

So, because of that, Sir, may T move an amendment to
the Motion, namely that we s hould substitute a suitable date
in September or October for July?

The CHAIRMAMN: Thank you, Mr., ¥all.

Now, Gentlemen, there is an amendment to the promosal.
Perhaps it would make it Simpler to deal with ir the period
in which the Commission should be convened in the Autunm
could be stated by Mr. Wall himself, say September or October,
something like that, It would be helpful if the Commissioner
for the United Kingdom could give the date of the Annual Mezeting
a little more precisely. In that way we can make the amsnément
clearer. Otherwise, if we just say "the Auatumm" that covers
nearly three months, and I think it would be better if we could
tie it down to September or October, T do not know whsther
there is any preference for September cor October. :

Dr. J. M, MARCHAND (South Africa): Could I mske one
comrent at this shage? I would like to ask, would you please
as far as possible refrain from using the term “"Autumm". Some
of us come from the Southern Hemisphere, Plcase mention months,

The CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Dr, Marchand for that
clarificstion of the situation,

Mr. R. G. R. WALL (United Kingdom): Would you like
me, 8ir, to clarify my suggestion more exactly? I would say
the last week of September or the Pirst week of October.

The CHAIRMAN: Thank you very much, that makes it
muach clearer I believe.

Sc there is now an amendment before the Commission on
Dr., Jahn's proposal, and the U.X. Commissicner proposed that
the meeting date be the last week of September or the first
week of October,

Mr. F. H. CORNER (New Zealand): Could I ask for
Mr. Wall's opinion? I gather his concern is to avoid
inconvenience to the various whaling industries if it should
be necessary to impose a cut; so that along with his proposal
for a September meeting would bs the added proposal that any
decisions taken by that meeting could not of course come into
effect in the coming season, What if the meeting were still
held in July - which seems to be the date most convenient to
representatives - but if it werpe agreed that decisions at the
July meeting did not come into effect in the coming yesar but
only in the following season? I am not proposing this but I
&m wondering if that would meet all the difficulties and suit
the convenience of the majority of the Commissioners.
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. The SECRETLIRY: I wonder whether I might help Mr.
Corner. When it weas proposed that there might be an altsra-
tion I jotted down for my own guldance all the various points
that might arise, and T want the Commission to understand that
if an alteration of the Scnedule were passed at a Commission
Meeting in the last fortnight of July it could not come info
cperation,even if we posted it the next day, until about 5th
Novenmber - that is just in time. IT there is an objection,
as Secretary I have no alternative but to motify all concerned
and it has to remain ineffective for another ninety days; that
takes you to 5th February.

Mr., R. G. R. W&LL (United Kingdom): May I answer the
guestion which Mr. Corncr has put to me through the Chair?

I we had a July Meeting on the understanding that anything
then done should not apply until the secason after the Tollowing
gne, much of my point would, I agree, be met. The only thing
then would be that there would not have been full tHime to study
the catch data for the preceding season, If you were %o have a
meeting in July but the measures werc not to overatc for eighteen
months it would simply seem to us that you might as well have a
little more time in which. to study the data from the preceding
season With your industry. But again®if it is a matter of
convenicnce that Commissiconers find it sasier to meet in July
than in September we should be content.

* #nd on the gssumplion behnd My. Corners suggestion.

Dr. J. M. MARCHAND (South Africz): I wish to point
out that there has been no seconder yet for Mr., Wall's proposal.
Therefore, I shall %take the onportunity of seconding this propo-
sal that we hold the Meeting in the last week of September or
the first week of October. But I want to make it clsar that we
in South Africa are not dogmatic about it; if the majority
prefer July, we are prepared to go along with that,

The CHAIRMAN: Are there any further comments?

The SECRET.RY: A motion has been moved by Mx»r. Jahn
of Norway and seconded by Dr., Kellogg of the United States that
future Meetings of the Commission should be held in the last
half of June.

To that there has been moved an amendment by Mr. Wall of
“the United Kingdom, seconded by Dr. Marchand of South Africa,
that the Meeting should be held either in the last week of
Septenber or in the first week of Cectocher.

With your permission, Sir, I propose now to poll the
Commission on the amendment. May I meke it quite clear that
whichever of these motions becomeseffective you will still have
to instruct me under Item 24 of the Agenda as to the exact date
on which I am to summon the 1957 Meeting.

Now may I poll the Commission on the amendment, which is that
the MNeeting should be held in the last week of SePtember or the
Tirst week of October? Will those in favour say 'yes' and those
to the contrary say 'no',
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Australia - No

Brazil - Noi present
Canada - Abstain
Denmark ~ No

PFrance - No

Teeland - Abstain
Japan - Abstain
Mexico - Abstain

Netherlands - Yes

New Zealand - Abstain
Norway - No
Panamg " — Abstain
South Africa - Yes
Sweden - Abstain
U.S.8.R. - Abstain
U. 8. 4. - Abstain
UK. - - Yes

Gentlemen, the voting has resulied in four against and
three for the amendment, the remainder abstaining; so I
declare the amendment as lost. .

We now-come to the substantive motion moved by Mr., Jahn

of Norwzy and seconded by Dr. Eellg g of the United States
that the Meeting should be held in the last half of June,

Mr. A, KODAKI (Japan): This may De .....
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Mr, f. KODAKI (Japan): This may be strictly gpeaking
against Parliamentary prrocedure, but if.we change from the
latter part of June there is not much dlfference‘in the effect
on the industries. In that event, I feel that it would not .
be necessary to make any change at all. From an administrative
point of view you may change the date, we have done so0s _
Bometimes it is in the middle of July., sometimes the beginning
of July. If it is possible for me to propose an amendment
I should say that no change should be made as to the date of
the meeting.

The CHAIRMAN: We have the Motion before us
now, and we have to poll on it.

The SECRETARY: I think maybe we should poll the
Commission on the substantive Motion that the meeting shounld
be held at the end of June. May I ask you to say yes or no.

Australia - Abstain
Brazil - Not present
Canada - Abstain
Denmark -~ Yes

France - Yes

Iceland ~ fbstain

Japan - No

Mexico - Abstain
Netherlands - Yes

New Zealand - Abstain .
Norway - Yes

Penamsa - Abstain

South Africa - No

Sweden - Yes

U.3.8.R, - No

U, 8. A, - Yes

Uo K- - NO

The result of that poll is 6 ‘yes's' and 4 'no's', I
declare the poll as carried, and the meeting in future will
be in the last half of June, the precise date being settled
Separately at a later item on the Agenda,

The CHAIRMAN: Gentlemen, I think it is guite clear
now that the meeting for next year will be held in the second
half of June; the only question that is open now is Item 24
on the ALgenda, as to the date, but that can be picked up later

on, I think, if we consider it again in the coming Plenary
Session,

- The SEGRETARY: I suggest we now settle the exact
date, and that will elear the last item on the Agenda. I
suggest Monday, June 17th, or Monday, June 2hth; actually
it has so transpired that we have always finished round about
within the weelk,
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Dr, J. . MARCHAND (South Africa): T propose
Monday, 2Lth June.

Mr. A. KODAKI (Japan): T second.

The CHAIRMAN: There is a bropesal by Dr. Marchand .
that it should be the 2Lth. and this is seconded by Mr, Kodaki,
May I take it that there is general agreement that the Egth June
would suit you? I do not believe we need a pollifor this
minor matter, so we will take it that 2Lth June will stand as .
the opening date for the coming Annuasl Meeting of the International
Whaling Commission in 1957.

The SECRETARY: I am reCording that as agreed.

The CHAIRMAN: As we have no reports before us of
the Technieal and Seientific and Financial Committees! we come
to the end of the items on the Agenda, but I shou}d like to
request the Commissioner of Nerway, if he is willing, to say
something about Item 15 on the Agends, Gorrgspondence between
the Norwegian and Pansmanian Governments; if he sayslhe is
not pnrepared to discuss it, it is all right of course, but
he has the opportunity to explain something about it,

Mr. G, JAHN (Norway): I am not prepared to take
it up at this moment.

The CHAIRMAN: ‘hen we will keep it in mind for g
later meeting,

I would like to call your attention to the fact that
you have the verbatim report before you of the Opening Plenary
Session, and I would ask you to look for corrections, so that

if there are any misprints you can boint them out to the Secretary,

The'SECRETARY: If in faect, Mr, Ohair'man_° you are
going to ad;ourn this meeting now, I think it would be desirable

are working rather against time now, but we shall have s0me more
documents circulated tomorrow morning, Would 11,30 tomorrow
morning, after coffee, be gl1 right for the next Plenary Session?
We shall sit then continuously, as far as I can 5ee, until we have
finished, That, of course, 1s assuming you have all-thq papers,

The CHAIRMAN: TIs that Possible, Gentlemen? Does that
give enough time for the Chairmen of the Committees to get their
papers through?
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Dr, N. A, MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom): I think
that will depend to some extent on the speed of duplicating.
We may be able to finish our meeting this afternocon, I hope
‘80, 1f we are going to meet in committee again now; Dbut it
will take a little time to finish drafting the report, and
I suppose the Committee will want to go through the draft
before they are finally satisfied with it.

The CHAIRMAN: That is guite clear. I would like
you to getv sufficient time tomorrow morning to look over the
draft reports of the different Committees, and it seems to
me that it would be more convenient if we have the next
Plenary Session in the afternocon at 2,30, so you have a full
free morning to settle everything before the Plenary Session.
Is that agreed, Gentlemen?

The SECRETARY: We shall do our utmost to have the
papers ready tomorrow morning, but may I suggest that, even if
you do not meet until 2,30 in Plenary, you should come here
for coffee at 11,00, so that you can collect what papers are
then available. I am assuming thet that will be convenient,
and that being so, may I say that I have asked for tea at 3.30.

I understand that Mr, Wall and his Technical Commitiee
will meet immediately thereafter, and that means that we cannot
have a . meeting of the Drafting Committee until Mr. Wall's
Committee has finished, because he 1s on the Drafting Committee.
Also I would ask the Finance Conmmittee to meet immediately after
tea for a few minutes only in order to sign their report, which
is now ready for them.

The CHAIRMAN: If that is clear, then I propose
that we adjourn this meeting until tomorrow afternoon at 2,30,

(The Conference adjourned at 3.30 p.m. )



- 65 - ELGHTH MEETING
Document XITIIC

INTERNATTONAL  WHALING . COMMISSION
EIGHTH MEETING

Séssion of Thursday, 19th July, 1956
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. The CHATRMAN: Gentlemen, will the Meeting pPlease come
to order. The third Plenary Session of the Commission is now
OPEIN., :

The Secretary has to make some remarks before we can
broceed, so will you please give him your attention.

(The SECRETARY made announcements about various documents
that had been distributed),

The CHATRMAN: I should like to proceed now with the
next Item, which is the question of the Ad Hoc Committes you set
up at the previous Plenary Session to consider the way in which
the Anmual Report might be changed. You want a more typical
reviow I belicve in the Annual Roport; and I should like to
request Dr. Kellogg of $he U, S.4A, to make clcar to the Commission
what hos been done up to now by the Ad Hoc Committec,

Dr. A. Remington KELLOGG (United States): Mp. Chairman,
as you have stated, the Ad Hoc Comnmittee met this morning to
consider the draft report now before the Commission and they have
made the following provisional recommendations.

As regards the future, the format of the report should be
substantlally altered so as to make 1% clcar, among other things, as
to what the purpose of the Commission is, how they came into beéing
and the extent and importance of the whaling industry, with
conslderably more figures,

The Secretary is to brepare a detalled lay-out for the
Tuture which will be submitted to the Chairman and Vice-Chairman
of the Commission and to Mr, Corner who 1s here in London.

If these future broposals are approved by this Sub-Committee,
they will be circulated to the Commlission and, in the absence of
observations within a specified time, will form the basis for
next year's report.,

48 regards the draft report now before the Commission, the
Committee find it impossible at the present time to produce an
entirely new draft, but they have endeavoured to improve by
verbal and other amendments the cxisting draft, .
The Committee have not completed thelr work in this connexion,
and will report again later,

§
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The CHAIEMAN: Thank you, Dr, Kellogg, for your
presentation of the first provisional report of this Ad Hoc
Committee. May I ask the Commissioners if they have any
comments on this report? So may I conclude that the Commission
accepts that from the Ad Hoec Committee at the moment? That is
to say that although perhaps during tomorrow we will have a new
draft Annual Report before the Commission - so that we can take
that into consideration in the Plenary Session - you accept the
activity of the Ad Hoc Committee as set ocut now.

I think we can leave this item for the time being; we
will get more details later,

May I then, Gentlemen, move on to the next Item of the
Agenda? You have Dbefore you Document IX, the Report of. the
Finance and Administration Committee. May I request the
Chairman of this Committee to present this Report to the Commission.
I give the floor to Mr. Jahn of Norway.

Mr, G, JAEN {Norway): Mr. Chairman, is it necessary
for me to read the whole Report, or have you all read it?%

Mr. A. FRASER (Canada): May I suggest that we take
the Document as having been read?

The CHAIBMAN: There is a proposal made By the
Commissioner of Canada that the Document should be taken
as.read, so that we do not need to have it all over again. OCan
you accept that? Would somebody here second this proposal from
Canada?

Mr. F., F. ANDERSON (Australia): I will second.

The CHATRMAN: It has been seconded by Mr. Anderson
of Australia, which means there is general agreement that there
1s no need to read it out at this Plenary Sessioon. Is that
acceptable to the Commission? (Agreed) So the: Report of the
Finance Committee is unanimously accepted withoust having & full
presentation.,

Now to get on to the Items of the Report: .are there any
remarks on paragraphs (1}, (2), (3), (4)°9

Mr, R. G, R. WALL (United Kingdom): T se, Sir, that the
Committee propose that only £500 should be allocsite'd to the
whale marking against £1,000 last year. I have .nots yet myself
had the opportunity of reading the Scientific Cormnitthee's
Report, or of knowing what their recommendations may We, but
doés thissquare with the Scientific Committes's views, OF what is
the reason for reducing the allocation for the whal.e ma.rking?
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Mr. G. JAHN (Norway): Lastyesr wc could carry ovor more than
£1,000, but this year only £700. You know, if something were to
happen, if for instance some of the countries are delayed in
paying their contributions, the Secretary would have no Ffunds,

It may be that sometimes it is necessary Tor the Secretary to
visit you or to go to a conference in another country or something
like that but he would have nothing, he would have no funds left.
There 1s in reality no money in the budget to allow for things
which may happen in the year. Therefiore, we cut down the
contribution from £1,000 to £500.

You must be aware that we heve come to that decision under
fire, but I take it up now. In reality we contribute only £150
to the Commission and that was settled in 1946. What is the
value of £150 today¥? I think it is mervellous that you can draw
up a budget with a balance as it is now; but more work may come
up for the Commission in time to come, and I think even 1f we

“have proppsed, for instance, £150 for the coming year, we must
really guard the contribution.

I would like to draw attention to the fact that some
countries - for instance my own country - pay £150 - and Sweden,
who has no whaling base or land station pays £1h0, We should
in faet have a system where we took regard of how many floating
factories or land stations each country has and made an amendment
to the contributions from the countries, it need not be very muches
If it were, for instance, £50 or so, it would help us very much.
That is not to be decided at this moment, but I draw the attention
of the Commissioners to that idea,

But as for this year, I do not think it will be wise to take
from the £700 the sum of £500 because then he would only have '
£200 lefst, Then if two countriss were not to pay up in due
time,their contributions would amount to £732,and then there
would be no funds to cover the expenses which might arise.

The CBAIRMAN: Thank you, Mr. Jahn. Are you content
with the answer, Mr., Wall?

Mr. R. G. R, WALL (United Kingdom): Well Sir, as I
understand it, the amount allocated to whale marking is being
reduced because of the state of the Commission's funds and the
alternative would be an increase in the annual rate of
contribution., What concerns me a little is whether we should
in faet reduce the amount allocated to whale marking as a matter
of policy. What was the sum spent last year, Sir? Was it
£1,000, or was it something less and, if we are allocating only
£500 for this Fear, are we going to spend less cz whale marking
and is less whale marking going to be done? That, perhaps, is
a matter rather to address threugh you, Sir, to the Chairman of
the Scientific Committes. But before we take a decision on
this I would like to know clearly where we stand in this matter
in regard to whale marking.
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The CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Mr, Wall, May I ask your
attention for a moment for our Secretary.

The SECRETARY: May I just point out that if Mr, Wall
will look at the financial statement which dis under 3, you are
asked to approve, om the recommendation you will see that £1,0C0
is there entered as having been spent on whale marking, or
scientific research, but it was in fact on whale marking.

‘Mr. R. G. R, WALL (United Kingdom): Yes, well that
answers one question; but the next quesiion then is: are we
going to do less whale marking in the coming year?

The CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Mr Wall. Perhaps Dr. Mackintosh
can give some indication of what is in the minds of the Scientifile
Committee.

Dr. N. A. MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom): I ought to
start by saying that the £1,000 we were allowed last year has
been spent almost entirely on the cost of whale marks. Whale
marking involves the use of ships for which we have n> msney and
for which we have been dependent on the generous help of the
whaling companies. Now the position is that we have partly through
British Govermment - through the National Institute of Oceanograpny -
partly the Norwegian Government - through the State Institute for
¥nale Research - and several other Govermments in one way or
another nave contributed to the cost of supplying whale marking
egquipment. We have ordered four thousand new marks to be ready
for this year and £4,000 will be found in some way or another,
partly by the N.I1.0., partly by other Governments; and we have
always regarded the contribution from the Commisslion's funds not
as a limit to what we can do but as a very helpful contribution
which relieves us and various Govermments of the burden of
supplying the whale marking equilpment.

Now as far as I can understand the posltion it scems that
the more the Whaling Commission can spare the more the cost is
evenly spread over the Glfferent contributors, as it ils possibly
z little unevenly distributed. But it would be very difficult
to say just how much one Government sontributed and how much
another doss.

The CHAIRMAN: Thank you very much, Dr. Mackintosh.
T think this information is quite well known and the guestion
now is whether or not we are to have one hundred per cent whale
marking.

Mr, R. G. R. WALL (United Kingdam): I understand that
the amount of whale marking, and the number of whale marks
provided, is not in fact going to be reduced in the next year
hut that somebody else is going to find the £500 vy whieh the
Commission is reducing its own budget. I am not very clear
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who is finding the other £500; and that is really what I wanted
to know,

The CHATRMAN: Perhaps you are asking Dr. Mackintosh
to disclose a secrst, I mean to say, he gave the imprecssion
that there is not much more money necessary for whale marking
than the Commission's contribution and 80 he has found 1t possible
to £ill the gap. Now the gap is a little bit wider ana we have
the impression that he wants more support from elsewhere to keep
. Whale marking on the same scale. But I am not sure whether
whale marking will be drastically restricted because of the fact
that there is £500 less available from the Commission. There
has been a slight diminishing in our efforts, but it is not a
cut in whale marking because the Commission's contribution is
cut down by 50%.

Dr., N. A, ¥ACKINTOSH (United Kingdom): As far as whale
marking next season is concerned, it will not be reduced on that
account because the marks are already ordered and they have got
to be paid for somehow. 50 we have got to find the MONEY « But
I would not guarantes anything about what will happen in the year
after that.

The SECRETARY: I should like Mr., Wall to have his
question answered, because I Ffeel there are certain points
here which I can deal with perhaps as finance is my special
point, I think T am right in saying that this Commission have
never seriously said they must have = sum in their estimates
for whale marking; but two yoars ago it was found that we had
8 very large balance and Dr. Mackintosh's Scientific Committee
said, "Can you spare any of it for whale marking?" and it was
decided to use £1,000 of that balance for whale marking. Cne
of the main reasons I do not think you realize is Dbecause Dr.
Kellogg was being badgered by his Finance people in the United
States to stop us carrying a large balance and, now we have got
a small balance, they are asking us why we are not carrying more.

The estimate for next year, which is laid before you, is
eptirely my affair and nobody assists me with it. I have put
down £500 because I thought Dr. Mackintosh would persuade us to
have some more whale marking end I felt, in view of' what Mr.JdJahn
has so clearly said, that we could not supply more than £500.,

As far as I am concerned, I would ratherlcc-ve it in the balance.

The CHAIRMAN: Are there any further comments on this
i1tem? If not, I should like to take the next Item on the
Finance and Administration Commitiee's Report, paragraph (6).
No remarks? (7}, (8), (9)?

What is left is the final wording of the Report. Are
there any comments on it?

Mr. G. JAHN (Norway): We have alrveady settled that.
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The CHAIRMAN: Yes, we have settled that. That is fine,

May I assume that we have unanimously approved the Finance
Report?

Mr. F., H. CORNER (New Zealand): We have not approved
every Item, have we? We have only received them; buft we have
to propose the whole Report. We do not ggree with the last
haelf of July, for instance. ,

The CHAIRMAN: We dealt with it on the Agenda, 24th June.
It has already been approved in Plenary Session.

Would you like me to propose the acceptance of the Report and
ask for a seconder and take a vote?

Mr. F. H. CORNER (New Zealand): I raise no objection.

The CHAIRMAN: Can it be aceepted that this Report
is unanimously agreed also? {Agreed) Thank you very muci.

The next Item on the Agenda is Item 9, the Report of the
gpecial Scientiflie Sub-Committee. That has been dealt with by
the Selentific Comnittee, and we now have before us a draft report
which 1s Document X. N

May I call upoﬁ the Chairman of the Scientific Committee
to glve a presentation of this Report? :

Dr., N. A. MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom): I rather hope
that this is the final Report because we went through the draft
this morning snd madeyour final corrections on it.

Perhaps I should say first that we had a rather long agenda
for this meeting and there was really more to do than was possible
to discuss adequately from the scientific point of view in the
time available. But I think we have covered the main points
and have come to the deeislions which we should have reached it
we had hed even more time,

The first point in the report is the catch statistics for
1955/1956. We thought these were material which it would really
take a very long time to dlgest thoroughly¥andy to make the most
of them,/ 1t would need a very long study by several people in
conjunction 'with other material. But from what we could see of
them there were one or two points which we notice, or which we
did not notlce, For example, we did not notice any very outstan—
ding changes in the general trend of the catches. That is to say,
there were no changes which would indicate a very serious or abrupt
change in the condition of the stock.

However, there were certain pointas. There was a slight
reduoction over all previous years 1ln the average slze of the whales

teken, 1f one oonsiders the whales over certain lengths, It does
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not apply in quite the same way to the total number of whales
taken; but if you take those over lengths round about sexual
maturity then there is a 8light reduction. We thought that was

8 peint tc watch next Year, and if there were s further reduction
it would be something of which we should take notice., As we say
in our Report, there appears to be a slight increase in the
proportion of immature whales, I am not sure that that is quite
accurate because 1t applies rather to blué whales than to the rest.

Phe question of = comparlison of the condition of the whales,
or the sizes and so forth of the whales, taken in different areas,
we thought was on the whole rather *oo complicated a question for
us to discuss in an hour or two's work in the Committee, That is
a matter which, in any c¢ase, would need to be exsmined in commexion
with blological material collected, fop example, in Area I, which

.1s a thing we cannot deal with until we have g 1ittle more time

and perhaps even data for more than one year, So we have no
particular view on that point.

We then went on to diseuss the relation between the stoeck
of balden whales taken off the coast of South America by stations,
for example, in Chile, Peru amd Ecuador, if there are any stations
there - and I do not think there are - in relation to the whales
in the Antarctic. Our opinion is backed by Tairly good scientific
evidence, at least by analogy with what we know takes place in
other places, Our opinion is that they are of the same stocks
taken off South America as are found in Area I in the Antarctie
which 18 the eastern part of the former sanctuary area. So that
whales taken in Area I are the same stocks as the whales taken off
the aasst of South America,

The second point we made was that the Bouth American States
which are not part of the Convention appear, so far zs we can
understand, to have pretty well the same rules on, for example,
minimum lengths, as are used by the Commission. I think there
is a slight differenocein the case of sperm whales where the
minimum length applies to whales taken for local consumption as
food. I should say that we have no information as to the length
of whales taken pelaglcally off the coast of Peru, and we do
emphasize agaln our view that the sperm whales taken, elther there
or in any part of the world, should have the minimum length of,

I think, thirty-eight fest, which was adopted by the Commission,

or at any rate some minimum length round sbout thirty-five or
thirty-nine feet. It is a matter of very great importance that
this should be observed., I believe it is thirty-eight feet fop
pelagic whaling and thirty-five feet for shore whaling, which is
the Commission's rule. We have no information on the lengths of
sperm whales taken off Peru of which there have been a considerable
number,

I do not think I need Say seses
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I de net think T need say very much about the guestion
of quctas for the species; it dees not seem likely that that
is a practicable thing to do, to preseribe dsfinite numbers of
each species which should be taken within the overall 1imit of
pelagic whales in the Antarctic,

de had some discussion sbout milk-filled whales, and the
Report of the Sub-Commitiee was generally agreed to, but we
propose 2 slight change in the wording of paragrephs (c) and (d)
in tuat part of thae Sub-Committee's Report. I think onc of
the things we had in mind here was that possibly, as they were
drafted in the Sub-Committiee's Report, there might have
appeared to be a slight diserepancy in the recommendstion under
(c? a5 sgainst thet ander (&), Sc¢ under (2) we re-worded and
shortened the sentence rather in order to aveid the word 'blame'
and simpiy said that it is admitted that lactating whales csn
be taken inacdvertently. But the Committee does suvpori the
Bub~Cominittee's view that if a lactating whale should be taeken,
when it is teken up to the factory if it is observed to be
lactating or milk~filled as the case may be, then nc bonus
should be paid for that whale,

e would rather like to emohasize that we cannot recognize
any differance beiween a lacitating whale and a millk-filled whale.
I myself have no idea what is intended to be the distinction
between the two, but I rather think thet it is resdily understood
that a milk-£filled whale is one with a littie miik in the glands
end a lactating whals is one which has plenty of milk and is
actually feeding a calf. But we think that so much depends on
whether the calf hes recently had a meal or not that it is quite
imoossible to draw any conclusions from the amount of milk in
the gland. It is simply =z cuestion of whether milk is there
or nat, whether the gland is lactating or nci, and we feel it
is only that which can be the deciding point.

~The most immortant matter we had to consider was +the
Antarctic cateh limit, and that was far more Tully discussed by
the Bub-~Committee than we could possibly really find time to do
in the Comtilitee meeting here, because the Sub-Committee met for
four cr five days and that was ftalked avout most of the time.
There was this point, however, that the Sub-Committee's views
viere largely based on a memorandum by Profcssor Ottestad which
made calculations based on the rate of revnroduction of the whales
and caleulations of the rate of mortality and th: age composition
of the stock which led tc the conclusion that, unless there were
originally a very much higher number of whales than we think is
likely to have been the case in ths fAntarctic when whaling
started, and unless there are at present something of the order
of 350,000 to 400,000, then the stock must be declining. As
far as we got in the Sub-Committee it could be argued that nobody
knows what the number of whales actually is in the Antarctic,
end it was only since this Sui-Cormittee met that we have been
able to put forward some kind of rough estimate of the number
of whales. The estimate is actually based on observaticns made
before the war, an sstimate of the number of whales in the
Entarctic in the years roughly from 1933 to 1S33, and we know
that these estimates are rough sstimates, you can even call
them rather wild estimates; but we have found it ecxceedingly
difficult, even by stretching all the possibilities to the
utmost, to consider it poisible that the stock was so large
that, according to Profecsor Ottestad's caleulations, there
coul. be a stable stock, In other words, the estimates are
something of a confirmation of Professor Ottestad’s calculations
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that the stock of fin whales is on the decline at the present
time and has been for some ftinme.

Thiz was discussed at scme length, and the discussion
mainly centred around the method cf estimating € he number of
whales, and one ooint which is put forward in the paper by
myself and Mr. Brown refers to the number of whales counted
within 2 mile of thz Discovery II during thc cbservaticns
which she is making and on which these calculations are based.
Ve assume that we see B0% to 90% of the whales which pass
within a mile of the shin; that Tfigure may be a little
ontimistic, but even if that number were reduced to 50%, and I
myself think it is an impossibly low number, Y& would still get
an estimate of the %total stock which is below the number
postulated by Professor Ottestad as being necessary for a stable
stock at the present rate of catching. Thet was really the
essence of cur discussions.

Ls to the ocpening date of the season, the Commission will
probably not regard that as a matter of very great lmportance,
and we have put forvard several points which, from thie bioclogist's
point of view, are against any change in the present date of
the opening on 7 January. .

Then we considered blue whales in the North Pacific and the
North Atlantic. In boih these areas this matter was discussed
two years ago in considerable detail, and we noted that there
was at least some restraint on the catches, both in the North
Atlantic and the Horth Pacifie. In the North Atlantic some
countries still adhere to the Commission's decision to nrotect
plue whales as far as their own whaling industry is concernec.
In the North Pacific the Japanese, whc have taken the largest
number of blue whales in that area, have at least put limits
and reduced the catches of blue whales in the North Pacific as
far as the pelagic expedition is concerned. The Committee
would, of course, be glad to see any further reduction, dut I
think I am right in saying that the general feeling, of the
Committee was that the blue whale stock in the North Pacific
is probably in a rather healthier condition than in the Fcrth
Atlantic. TIn the North Atlantic there have been whaling
stations covering the greater part of the area in which blue
whales are found for very many years; the numbers teken are
less than they used to be, and the numbers teken now are very
small indeed. The Commititee would therefore hope that those
governments which have not adhcred to the decision to protect
biue whales in the Forth Atlantic will reconsider that, and
we hope they will do so in the future.

The guesbion of gray whales taken by the U.5%.8.R. in the
North-Vest Pacific area was raised, and it has been su- gested
that since gpoy¥ vhales appcar to be rather morc abundant, as
if the stock of gray whales had recovered a little in that region,
possibly rather more efficient methods of taking them for the
Sborigimes in the Okhotsk Sea might be regarded as reascnable,
But the Committee rather felt that before they expressed an
opinicn on this they would like to have a little more concrete
evidence or some nore definite sign that the stock really had
increased, because we all know that the stock of groy whales
in the North Pacific in the last twenty, thirty or forty ycars
has been very much reduced. I think there is recognized io be
some evidence that they have reccovered a little anyhow, but
before expressing an opinion on this we would like to have
some more definite evidence that they have really recovered,
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Item 10 in the Report refers to the "observer' proposal.
We hove suggested that supposing observers are appolnted to
factory ships it would be an advantage 1f they could do a
little scientific work. I think our view is that on any
ogcasion when an inspector is in a wheling factory, if he can
do some biological work and collect some material and
cbservations it is &always an advantage. But we thought -
I think T am right in interpreting the view of the Committee in
this way -~ that if they are chosen only from countries which are
entirely neutral, in the sense that they are countries which
have no interest in whaling at all, the field@ of cholece might
be a little limited, but that if the field could be widensd so
that obgervers could be chosen at least from countries which
have no interest in Antarctic whaling, there might be a little
wider choice of sultably cualified pecple who would be suitable
as observers and who might also have a biological training. I
think that wes” the only point we wanted to meke there.

I do not think I need say anything about the possible’
extension of the open season for humpback whaling becsuse ve
hardly discussed it at all, If it is going to be considered
at all it is really a matter which should be considered in more
detail at a later stage. I would only say that, in the
discussions we had, we rather felt that supncsing the catching
dates for taking humpbacks were lengthened so that more humpbacks
could be teken, althcough it would take a little of the strain
off the stock of fin whales, the result would be rather
incalculable. It might be that if you gave one extra day
there would be another thousand humpbacks taken - indeed some
calculations were made that it could be very much higher than
that - but I think in any case the matter nceds further
consideration,

On the matter of whale marking, I would only say that both
the number of whales marked andé the number of marks recovered
are more than we had last year and the results this season are
rather encouraging. At any rate things are getting betier and
better. But, all the same, the total number of whales marked
is 8till not very high, and I think it is on that account that
the Boviet representative on the Committee brought Torward,

I think in a very tentative way, this idea that perhaps the
different countries engaged in whaling in the Antarctic should
arrange to send a marking vessel to tne Antarctic in ordser that
a really large number of whales coculd be marked. Of course 1
think they, and all of us, realize that that is a matter which
would involve very great expense, as well as all sorts of perhaps
rather difficult arrangenents. But the Commitiee agreed that
if it were vossible to do so they would very much welcome the
increased rmumber of whales marked, and T think that is all T

can say about that now. e would like %o say that we would very
mich welcome any opportunity to do more whale marking in the
Antarctic next year on the same lines as before, and we would
attach special immortance io any marking that could be done in
the sanctuary area, vecause sc little has been done there before.
I might add on my own geccount, although this was nct mentioned
in the Committee, that vie would be wvery grateful if any
factories working in the sanctuary area during the coming

seasgon would take special care to look out for marks which may
bhe found in whales taken in the sanctuary area.

" We have already mentloned the guestion of a contribution
from the Committee's funds towards the cost of vhale marking,
and there I can oniy say that I am sure I can spezk on behalf



c\-;uﬁ),@w

...?5_

of everybody who has any concern with undertaking whale
marking if I say that we would be very glad of anything the
Commission can spare.

Under "Othcr Research® we did not have very much time
when we got to this point to discuss the research being
carried ocut in different countries in any detail, but we did

_urge that this method of telling the ages ¢i whales by means of

the ear plugs - I am afraid I cannot exolain that in detail to
the Commission but the biologists will understand it - should
be studied. Any arrangements which can be made to collsect as
many earplugs as possible from whales would lead tc an estimate
of the age composition of the stock, and that leads to many
conclusions about the rate of breeding, the rate of mortality
and the relation of the stock, and those are important things to
study in any case.

I think we have already covered the date of the Annual
Meeting.

A5 to a possible further meeting of the Scientific Sub-
Committee before the next Mesting of the Commission, it was
suggested that that should be left a little in the air, but
that 2 meeting should be called if it really seemed that
useful work could be done. On this point I think, according
to the wording of this, it would be for me to call the Committee
if, after consultation with everybody concerned,/it seemed that
the Committee could do useful work. But T thi oene has 1o
congider the fact that some people have to come to these
meetings from very long disitances, which takes time, and then
we meet for a veek, It certainly involves me in guite a lot of
work, I would like it to be left, if the Commission agrees,
that we may decide on that point at a later stage when we can
see whether anything really useful can be done,

Thank you.

The CHATRMAN: Thank you very much, Dr. HMackintosh,
for the very clear and pleasant way you huve presented the
Report of the Scientific Committee. I have no doubt that
there will be differences of opinion over some of the items,
but perhaps the best thing at this moment is to adjourn for
tea, and after that we can maske up our minds what we can do
with this Revport. 8o I propose noWw that we adjourn for half
an hour for tea.

(Tea break.)
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The CHAIRMANW: Will +the meeting come to order?

We have Just had the intreduction of the Scientirfic
Committee's Report from Dr. Mackintosh, May I now ask for
any comments on this Report?

The Secretary will make some remarks clarifying mne of
the items. ‘

The SECRETARY: Mr. Chaimman, if there are no
observations on the Report, I am assuming we may pegard the
Commission as having accepted it unanimously., But I want to
call attentlon to the last paragraph, paragraph 15, I am
assuming that in appreving this Report, the Commission will

leave Dr. Mackintosh as before, to call the Sub~Committee 1f
he thinks 1t necessary, after consultation, to fix the time of
the Bub-Commlttee, to fix the place of the Sub—-Committee.

It will be gssumed that the same countries will be invited to
send delegates: that is, Norway, Holland, France, X,
U.8.8.R., Japan and Australia,

Mr. R. G. R. WALL (United Kingdom): Mr, Chairman,
the Secretary was saying, as I understood it, that we are now
approving the Scientific Committee's Report.

The CHAIRMAN: No, not yet.

Mr. R. G, R. WALL {United Xingdem): We are recelving
the Report, that is all we are doing at the moment, We shall
take the several items one by one,

. The CHATRMAN: You would like to take them one by
one

Mr, R. G. R. WALL (United Xingdom): We must take the
several items under their proper headings. At the moment we
are doing no more than recelving the Report.

The CHATRMAN: Yes, that is correct,

Dr. A, Remington KELLOGG (U,S.4.): Mr. Chairman, I
50 move that Dr., Mackintosh be authorised by the Commission 4o
call a meeting »f the Ad Hoe Sub-Committee gt his giscretion
with the countries as the Contracting Governments as pead by
the Secretary,
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Mr, G. JAHN (Norway): I second.

The CHAIRMAW: It ls now proposed by Dr., Kellogg
that it should be possible to hold a meeting of the Scientific
Sub~Commlitee when necessary in the future, and that
Dr, Mackintosh should arrange the place and perhaps also the
time of such a meeting if 1t 1s neccessary to convens 1t.

Returning tc the observation made by Mr. Wall of the
United Kingdom, 1t is in fact true that we have Jjust pecelved
the Sclentific Committee's Report.. He proposed that we
should now take it item by item, so that after discussing
the Report it can be proposed for acceptance, May we do 1t
in this way, Gentlemen?

I put before you the first three litems. ire there any
observations about them? I do not think so.

Mr. R. G. R. WALL {(United Kingdom): Mr. Chairman,
with respect, may I suggest that before we take the substance
of the varieus items on the Scientific Committee's Report, we
eught also to preceive the Technileal Commitiee’s Report which
deals wlth some of the same 1tems, I should like myself -

I dc not know whether I gm alone in this - to have these items
taken ynder cur Agenda. I mean, the dlue whale unit an
gseveral of these jtems are on the main Agenda, LisT

The main polnt is that we ought surely to have the two
Reports together, where the two Committees have dealt with the
same liems, so that we know and have recelved the views of hoth
Committees on those items,

The CHAIRMAN: Gentlemen, I belleve Mr, Wall's
suggestion is gecceptables to the Commilssicn, Am I right?

That means that I nave to call upon the Chairman of the
Technical Committee 4o present the Report of that Committee
to the Commission. May I call upon Mr. Wall?

i

Mr. R, G. R, WALL (United Kingdam): There were ten
of the seventeen countries represented on the Technical
Commlttee, and we have placed the Report before the
Commissloners and Delegations,

The flrst matter dealt with was the date of the Annual
meeting, in paragraphs 3 to 7. Apart from drawlng your
attention’to the fact that the Techniecal Committee, on the
whole, felt that the meetings would best be neld in September,
if the gate of the Annval meeting 1s to be changed, I need,

I think, say no more because the matter has, in fact, been
settled in the Commission, :

Paragraphe &, 9 and 10 deal with the blue whale unit
limit on the basis of the Scientific Sub-Commlitee's Report,
Lttentlon was drawn Iin the Technical Commlttee to the effect
of the opening of the sanctuary in relieving the pressure on
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the stocks of f£in whales in the normal hunting areas, There
was a view expressed by some representatives that that might
well be an argument for maintaining the ceiling at the moment
at 15,000, the present figure, .

The recommendation of the Technical Committee is really
contained in paragraph 19, The Cemmittee recognise that the
Sclentifle Sub~Committee had recommended a limit of 14,500
units, They were first eof all very concerned that all
countries should, in fact, be held to the same celling, and
reccmmended gccordingly, Then they found themselves unable
te make any precise recemmendation as to what the celling
should be for next season, but relt that it should be
considered in Plenary after the views of the Sclentific
Committee had been received.

The next metter was quotas for individusl species,
paragraph 11, The Cammittee felt that there are practical
objections to any attempt to provide ror quotas for the several
specles of Dbaleen whale, They would net favour guch a
bropnsal,

The next subject was whale marking, paragraph 12. Very
briefly the Committee gay that they endbrse the visw of the
Sclentific Sub-Committee, that whale marking is neceasary
and should be continued within such limits as the funds
available permit, I think we have, in fact, taken precisely
that deciasion already.

Next there is the questlon of the wax plugs from the ears
of whales, paragraph 13. The Committee recognise that the
collection of the wax plugs is of scientific value, put they
do draw the attention of the Commission to the faect that
experience i1s limited sn far, and that there may be practieal
difficultles about the removal of these plugs nn any
extensive scale, especially when whales are being caught in
large numbers. That may well interfere,with the present
techniques, at least s great deal with the actual conduct
o whallng operations. So the Technical Cemmittes would
prnpmse that the wax plug collection should certainly
continue, but within the practical limits that are necessarlly
fixed by not interfering unduly with the actual whaling
operation; and a further point is that they wruld like to
88e arrangements made for the exehange ~f informatlon about
the development of techniques of the collection cf wax plugs.
Some countries may have devised techniques that are not
generally known asnd an exchange of information would seem very
desirable,

o ]
Paragraphs 1L gnd 15 ;;:l%he North Paciflc gray whale.
The Cemmittee's view there was that they would first of all
like to know what are the views nf the Secientific Conmittee,
which we have sinece recelved here.

On the protectlon of the blue whale stoecks in the North
Pacific, there was some discussion and the Committee
eventually adopted a recommendation on the proposal of the
Canadlian Crmmissioner, that there should be a thorough
scientiflc investigation into the state of the blue whale
stocks in the North Racific, and that the Commilssion should
not take any deeislon before 1957, so that they might first
ef all have the result of that investigation before them,



_?9-....

The next subject was the gdvancement of the,epening date
for the baleen season in the Antarctic, and the Technical
Committee understood that that proposal was not, in faet,
going to be pursued and so they have no recommendation to makeg.
eed, Hye skbeting Sais Shes® mot be changed,

The Norwegilan "Observer" proposal, paragraphs 18 to 23:
the effectlve part of thils section 1s paragraph 22, AS we
all know, effsctive actlon is not possible until the action
on the Protocol is completed, and the Technical Commlttee
are anxious that the Brotecol should be proceeded with gs
gqulekly as possible snd completed, They would like, through "
the Commission, to sugzest that the Depository Government H’éfrrange
for the signing of the Protocol without awaiting the replies
of the two remzining governments, whieh would presumabily
accede as soon as they could thereaftern,

Therefore the recommendation to the Commisslon is that
we should ask the Depository Govermnment to take all possible
ateps to ensure that the Protdécol is brought into force in
- time for the Commlsslon to consider taking action on thils
"Observer'" proposal at our next meeting in 1957,

There is finally in paragraph 23 a note that the
Australian Commissloner expressed the view that the cest of
any such gcheme should be met by the Antarctic pelagice whaling
countries themselves.

Infractions: +he Technical Committee set up a special
sub-committee to look into the infractlen returns, and the
reconmendations of the sub-committee are given in paragraph ol,

The views of the Technical Commititee on those recommendatlons
are contained 1n paragraph 25 and subsequent paragraphs.

I do not think, Sir, that I need take the time of the
Plenary Session by going through this in detail at the moment.
Perhaps Commlssloners and Delegations would just like to read
this wilthout my attempting to meke a precls of seme rather
numerous gnd technical points,-

~ However, I would just draw attention te the discussion on
lactating and milk—filled whales which is géalt with in
paragraphs 31 and 32, - It will be geen there that in general
the Technleal Committee endorsed the views of the Selentific
Sub~Committee that no bonus should be pald where the whale is -
milk-filled or lactating, but they felt that there was some
clariflcation required on two sub—paragraphs of the 8 clentifile
Sub~Committee's observations and, in fact, they have been
clarified in the Sclentiflc Committee's Report which 1s now
before us,

On refrigerated shlps, paragraphs 34 to 36, there was
quite g discusslion in the Technical Committee, It 1s a rather =
complicated situationd, but the Technlecal Committee
flrst of all feel theat,while the Commieslon has been legally
advised that the refrigerated ship is z factory ship within
the meaning of the Convention, that may not make very good
sense gnd may well prevent the use of refrigerated ships
in the ways 1in which they can best be used to ensure the full
end vest utilisation of the whale, In fact, the Technical
Committee feel that here 1s a guestlon of substance into which
the Commisslon should go. It 1s complicated by the legal
positlon,
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The Technical Committee were not quite clear,because we
have no legal advice gvailable, whether we chould have to
ammend the Conventlon itself in order to free the refrigerated
ship in the way that the Technical Committee think 1t should
be freed, or whether it may be possible to amend theschedule
by the direet actlon of the Commission without actually
amending the Convention itself, In gither event we
bresumably cannot take any action at this Commission
meetling because notice of any proposal has not been given,

Theg Technical Committee, therefore, recommend

thdt the Secretary of the Commission should be asked to seek the
views of the Cnmmissiong’s legal adviser as to whether or

not amendment to the Convention itself is necessary before the
Commlsslon could act in respeet of the refrigerated aships as
regards thelr definition as factory ships, and that the
Secretary of the Commission might then circulate the advice

that he has received so that we might all consider the

posltion pefore our Ninth Meeting next year, Any delegation
may then be in a position to make a propesal within the proper
slxty days. Whether that propossl may be an amendment to the
Schedule, or whether i1t may be a proposal that the Depository
Government should be gsked to prepare a Brotocol for the
necessary amendment of the Conventlon, we do not know, it
there were any question of Eeprotocols, the Technical Committee
would certainly feel that it should be a new Protocol, that

we should not do anything which would interfere with the
progress of the Protocol which 1s now in operatiomn,

Finally, Sir, there was a discussilon on the Internatiomal
Law Commission's Report which had been circulated with coples
‘of the Commission's correspondence, The Technical Commilttee
recognised that they were in no position to make any recommen—
datlons whatever == prilcr Hedt thHEY were ned fn = pesitden 4z
medee Eny reeemmendmSloHe whebessm- and further that they were
not In a position to discuss the merits of the Intsrnational
Law Commission's proposals, What we understood we might do
in the Techrical Committee wos to discuss the woys in
which the International rLaw Commission's proposals might
affect whaling, In paragraph 30 there is a summary of the
points which were made in the course of that discussion, the
purpose of which is clearly to draw the attention of the
Commissioners, and through them their Governments, to the
ways in which this Report needs looking at in connection with
whaling affairs,

‘I should add, Sir, that as stated in aragraph the
Australian Commissioner objected strongly tg thg dgscggéion
taking place at all, because his view was that the whole of this
matter was quite outside the Commission's jurisdiection. That is
recorded at the end of our Report,

I have, in going through the Report, cmitted one point
which I' certainly should have arawn attemtion. thas e == °°
Daragraphs 26 to 30: the U,S,S.R. Crmmissioner gave the
Techniecal Commitice a mo&& interesting repert on the use of
porous rubber fenders by Soviet expeditiong 1In the Antarctie
last geason, The Committee were very interested to hear
what had been done and they were very pleased that the
Soviet Commissioner expressed his readiness to have coples
of t@e @rawings circulated throurh the Secerctorint of the
Commission and, I think, Jhotogrophs of the equirment which
hzd been uscd.

Thank you, Sir,
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The CHAIRMAN: Thank you very much, Mr, Wall,
for your introduction of this extensilve Report of the
Technical Committee, May I tzke it that the Commission
wlll recelve the Report?

We have before us now the two Reporis of the Sclentiric
and Techniecal Committees, I belleve it i1s now a guestion
of getting you ebservations of the views laid down in

both Reports,

Do you agree, Gentlemen, that we should open the
dlscussion by going through the items of the Scientific
Committee's Report, and then you can compare the equiralent
remarks in the Report of the Techniecal Committes?

. Mr. 4, FRASFR (Canada): Mr., Chairman, would it not
be desirable to go through the items on the main Agenda and
refer from those items to the discussions on them in the three
Committees that were set up by the Commission?

The CHAIRMAN: I am in the hands of +he Commission,
Is* that acceptable to yau, that we do it from the 1ltems of
the Agenda? You are guite aware that you have recelved the
three Reports?

Mr F, H, CORNER (New Zealand): I had no opportunity,
when. Dr. Mackintosh had finished his excellent presentation of
o the Scientific Committee's Report, to ask him directly any
questions because we wanted to get on and recelve the Technilcal
Committee's Report also,

However, there 1s now one question I should like to address
to Dr, Mackintosh as Chairman of the Scientific Commlttee,
It is whether there was any general trend of opinion in the
Sclentific Commlttee as to what a desirable catch limit would
be, that is a flgure calculated purely on such scilentific facts
as may be gvallable,

I ask this because I have a fear, which grows stronger at
each meeting, that the Scilentiflic Committee tends to temper
its views by taking into account extra seientific conslderatisns
Buch as the effects of the reductions upon the industry, the
poasiblility that governments may not acecept, or may not be
resolute enough to accept the 1imits which selentists might
consider desirable, Lf this is so, if the sclentlsts in our
Commlttee tend to comprogiﬁgkgr to base thelr views and theilr
recommendatlons on non~— 1 ractors, I think this might
be unfortunate, indeed 1t would be unfortunate, for the future
of the Commlssion,

The International Whaling Commission is constructed in order
to achieve the object of the Whaling Convention, which is to
achleve a balance between killing and replacement rates of the
whale populations, The Scientlfic Committee 1s expected to
present whatever racts are available, however unpleasant these
facts may be, The Technical Committtee, by and large, can be
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relied upon to take full gccount of the neéds of the industry.
It then becomes the task of Commissloners to reconclle the
conflicting views presented to them by these two bodles and
to work out some compromise, some palance,

I, however, the Scientific Committee modifies its
recommendations as a result of assuming some of the mantle
of the Technical Committee, and of the Commissioners
themselves, then the balance of the Commlssion tends to be
up-set and the declslons which it finslly makes might well
. be unsound,

For these, reasons, therefore, I would like to ask
Dr. Mackintosh, as OChalrmsn of the Scientific Committee, 1if
he would state for the beneflt of Commissioners whether there
wag any general consensus of opinion among the sclentists
as to what specific cateh 1limit 1s indicated by the faots,
conflicting though they may be, which they considered,

/ The CHAIRMAN: Are you prepared
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The CHAIRMAN: Are you prepared to start straight
away; Dr, Meckintosh?

: Dr, M. A, MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom): I will try
to, Mp. Chairman. First of all, I think I ought to make one
point clear, the Scientific Committee of the Commission is
a body which is not entirely composed of sclentists, though
mostly so, but the main point is that they meet for rather =
short {ime at these mesetings of the Commission, and the
scientific discussions are really thrashed out within the

Scientific Sub-Committse,

Now, we have discussed this matter in the Scientifie
Sub~Committee this year, and we did last year, and we went
into it when we had a good deazl more time to cover the ground
than we have had in the last day or so. At our meeting
yesterday and the day before, we had a fairly long agenda,
but we spent as much time as we could on this subject, but
we felt it was essentially a question of whether we accepted
the Sub-Committee's view, which had been argued and reported
on in fairly considersble detail, and the only new subject
on this particular point which we had todiscuss was the estimates
of the size of the stock. It 1s unfortunate, a matter for
which I should apologise myself, that we did not have this
ready in time for the meeting of the Scientific Sub-Committee.

Now the Sub-Committee's view was esgentially the same as
the view they put forward last year: that the stock of fin
whales is declining. There is certainly a difference of
opinion, I think perhaps noc two of us heve quite the same
idea of howfast the stock is declining, but I think only one.
member of the Secientific Sub-Commiittee was prepared fto dispute
whether there really was a decline at all.

The point which we have made at the Sub-Committee meeting
this year and last year was that there is no serious disagreement
dhat the stock of blue ' wheles has heen seriously depleted, and
we have taken measures to protect the stock of blue whales by
putting the date of catching blue whales further back, Blue
whales have, even so been fewer in the catch when one compares
the comparable period of catching over the years, so both on
account of the shortage of blue whales and on account of the
protective measures, there are fewer blue whales in the cateh,
For every one fewer blue whale we take, the overall limit allows
for two more fin whales to be taken, with the result that the
cateh of fin whales has been going up rapidly in the last five
or six years, and I think - I have to speak from memory at the
.monent -~ that last year, if not even the year before that, we
pointed out that, at least if the fin whale stock is declining,
we ought not to increase the cateh of fin whales, but in faet
by protecting blue whales which were the species that had the
first priority of protection we are transferring the burden in
a double degree on the fin whales. Therefore our view was
that the catch of fin whales should at least be taken back to
what it was five or six years ago. Please do not take the
exact number of years as accurate because I would have to look
that up. But T think I am right in saying that if we. brought
the cateh of fin whales back to what it was a few years ago, we
would take about 19,000 fin whales instead of 26,000, or 27,000,
as we are doing now. To do this, and at the same time to give
the blue whales the protection which seems fo us obviously necessary,
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it would probably be necessary to bring the total catch in '
blue whale units back to something of the order of 11,000 t
or 12,000 units, I hope that if I have not given guite the
right figure somebody will correct me. However, I think

the view of the majority of the Committee was to accept the

views of the Sub-Committee that there should be if possible

a small reduction during the coming year, and a larger

reduction within the next year or two to, at the most,

something like 11,000 or 12,000 units. That, at any rate,

igs what I feel myself, having discussed the matter with my
colleagues in this Committee, .

The CHATRMAN: I think you have just made it quite
clear to Mr., Corner what the Scientific Committee really had
on their minds. Do you want any further information, Yr,
Corner?

Mr. F., H. CORNER (New Zealand): Could I ask one
other gquestion? First, thank you for that very full reply
Could I ask why the immediate cut should be z small one and
then substantial later? What were the seientific grounds
for proposing such a small one now?

Dr. N. A, MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom)- There I
freely confess that we were influenced by matters which perhaps
are not the affair of the Committes. On the other hand, we
did feel that possibly we should consider what is practicable and
not what we think ought to be done purely from the point of view
of what is biologically desirable.

Mr. R. G. R, WALL(United Kingdom): Following up
this interesting exchenge, may I Jjust put a supplementary
guestion? When the Chairmsm of the Scientific Committee
says, as I understood him, that the majority of the scientists
feel the fin whale cateh should be kept at a figure of 19,000
or 20,000, I think that was the figure he gave, would that 19,000
or 20,000 figure apply to the whole of the Antaretic, or would
it apply to the Antarctic less the sanctuary area? I just
want to be guite clear on this. '

Mp., ¥. A. MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom)s; Mr. Chairman,
I am not quite sure whether I can speak on behalf of all the
members of the Committee on this particular point, but T myself
would certainly regard this as applring to the whole of the
Antaretic, because I think that in general in our estimates of
the condition of the stock and numbers of whales, and so on, we
have been thinking of the Antarctic stock as a whole, I gquite
asee that the effect of whaling is affected by the fact that the
sanctuyary has been opened, and it may make a difference, whether
one is eatching whales in the whole circle of the Antarctic or
whether one cuts out a fifth of it, or whatever the sanctuary

area amounts to.
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The CHAIRMAN: Has the Commission sufficient informa-
tion on the questions just put before it? May I then move over
to the original idea of taking the items of the Agendd dealt '
with by the different Committees?

I believe, Gentlemen, that we now have to deal with Item 10
of the Agenda., We have dealt with the first six items, Item 7
is still open for discussion, '"Report as to the Protocol prepared
and circulated by the Depository Government for the amendment
of the Intermational Whaling Convention, 1946."  Item 8,
"Discussion as to the Norwegian "Observer' proposal®, there is
something in the reports.

The SECRETARY: Mr, Chairman, may I just menticn
that I em given certain instructions with regard to the Protocol,
not the Protocol which is now in preparation, but the new one.
T am afraid thet for the life of me I cannot understand what
we are asking, We seem to be asking for legsl advice, which
we have already had, and which has beenconveyed to the United
States two years ago. Could Mr, Wzll help me on that?

Mr. R. G¢. R, WALL (United Kingdom): Gladly, S8ir, but
it really does not arise under Item 7, it srises under
Refrigerated Ships. I suggest that we take it under Item 20 (b))

The CHAIRMAN: Ape there any cobservations with
regard to Item 8 of the Agenda? There are some remarks about
this item in the report of the Seientific Committee and the
Technical Committee, but I do not think we have to take any
action at the moment on this item. Can we dispose of Item 8
now?

Then we get Item 10, "Protection of blue whale stocks in
the North Pacific Ocean'. That has been dealt with in both
the Repartsof the Scientific and Technical Committees, Are
there no observations? This item is Item 7 in the Scientific
Committee's Report, and Item 16 in the Technical Committee's
R=port. May I take it that we have finished with this item?

Dr, E., F. DRION (Netherlands): I do not guite see in
this Report of the Technical Committee that the Japanese
government has teken ateps in 1955 to limit the annual catch in
the area to 70 blue whales only. We heard in the Scientific
Committee's Raport that it was only the pelagic catch and not
the total catch. T do not know if that is quite clear here.

Mr, A. KODAKI (Jspen): I think the explenation is
not quite sufficient, I would say that this 70 blue whale unit
is for the North Pacifie, pelagic whaling in the North Pacific.
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The CHAIRMAN: Dces that answer you, Dp., Drion?

Dr. E. F. DRION (Netherlands): Yes, thank you.

Dr. N. A, MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom): I am
not sure thet this is quite cleared up yet. I understood
that this was 70 blue whales in the pelagic catches, not
blue whale units surely?

Dr, A, KODAKI (Japan): No, blue whales.

Dr. N, A, MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom): That is
quite apart from the shore stations from which no particular
limit, we gather, has been imposed?

The CHAIRMAN: That is quite correct, Dr. Mackintosh.,

Mr. H,'S, DROST (Netherlands): Then I think we
should make a change in the Report of the Technicsal Committee
and add there that it is the pelagic whaling, as it is not in
there now.

The CHATRMAN: It is up to the Commission to change
the wording in these reports. Do you wish that under Item 16
of the Technical Committee's Rzport we should add the word
"pelagic'?

Dr, A. KODAXI (Japan): Yes. I think we should say,
"limit the catch for the pelagic whaling in the areas concerned to
70 blue whales only".

The CHAIRMAN: Is that agreed, Gentlemen? Is the
question clear now?
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Dr. N. A, MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom):; Before we leave
this point about blue whales in the North Pacific, I am afraid I
have not had time to read this very carefully, but I gather that
the proposal is that there should be further rescarch on the blue
whale stock in the North Pacific i1n order that thc Commission
could reconsider the matter at this time next year.

From my own experience of this kind of research, Mr, Chairman,
it is a rather tall order, = It is a very difficult thing to find
out how many whales there are, how the stoock is getting on, and
80 On. Is it proposed to publish something fairly soon? May
I say at once that 811 of us in the Scientific Committee know
that the Japanese authors have been getting on with somc very
progressive research on whales in the North Pacific, but do they
expect to have some really concrete information for the Commisaion
next yeoar? I should think they are dolng very well if they do.

Or would they, perheps like a little longer?

Dr, A. KODAKI (Japan): Mr. Cheirman, it 1s very
difficult.to say when we shall come te = definite point; but the
Canadian Coumissioner has elready proposed that this shotdld be
handled in the meeting next year, so we shall do our best to
collect all the data for the discussion at the ncxt meeting.

The CHAIRMAN: Thank you very much. We cannot cxpect
more of yocu than your best. I hopes you will have some resulte
for the next Meeting. Of course, we cannot predict what will
haypen in the meantime, I understood thot the Chalrman of the
Sclentifiec Committee was asking you whether you had the need of
more time, but I understood that you were prepared to bring before
the next Plensry Meeting in 1957 some deta, if they are available.

Dr., A. KODAKI (Japan)}: Mr. Chairman, we publish the
results of our investigations almost every year. We have alrcady
published the results in the official gazette and we will continue
to do so, That 1s what I mean. If such a discussion doss toke
place next year, certeinly we shell show you everything we have
done., : o

The CHAIRMAN: Is that what you want, Dr. Mackintosh?

Dr. N. 4. MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom): . Yes, thank you,

Mr. Chairman. I hope it did not seem in any wey eny suggestion

off criticism of the progress of resecarch, because we have olready

hed some very interesting papers; and, indced, the Sowiet authors

grelgi know also doing some reseerch on the wholing in the North
acific.,

The CHAIRMAN: Item 1l. on the Agenda is out. A8 far
as I understood we have seen in the Technical Committee's Report
that the original proposal of this Item is withdrawn, so the®e 313
no trouble aobout this question.
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Now we come to Item 12 in the Technical Committee Report, the
question of the review we have had fram Mr,Vangstein., I do not
think there is any need of furthen discussion of this Item which
1s also covered by the Scientific Committee's Report.

Does anyone wish to make any remark with regard %o Item 129
I take it that it is accepted? (sigreed)

Then I move on to Item 13 on the 4genda - Blue-whale unit
limit for 1956/1957. You now have before you the Report of both
Commit tees with regard to this guestion, Do you think it would
be a good idea to sleep on a decision ahbout this gquestion? A good
many of the Members present have a pleasant obligation before ‘them,
80 it might be more convenient to deal wilth some smaller items on
the Agends so that we can adjourn, say, in 20 mimates, It seems
to be wiser to drop this Item until the next Plenary znd
take some of the smalleritems instead. Is that acceptable to the
Commission?

850 we now go to Item 14 of the Agenda - Infractions. This
is also in the Technical Committes's Report. Would anyone like
t¢c make any observation with regard to the content of the Report
of the Technical Committee, with regard to infractions?

Mr. R. G. R. WALL (United Kingdom): Sir, as Chairman
of the Technical Committes, I think it is perhaps my duty to ask
the Commission to consider the recommendations which are contained
in paragraph 24 (a), (b) and (e) of the Technical Committes's
Report.

The CHAIRMAN: You have all the Items before you,
Gentlemen, (a), (b) and (c). Can you agree to the recommendations
in these three Items of the Report?

Mr. H. S, DROST (Netherlands): Yes, I agree.

The CHAIRMAN: There seems to be no problem sbout this.
Do you agree that we have now dealt with Item 149 (Agreed)

Item 15 -~ Correspondence betwesen Norwegien and Panamanian
Governments already cireulated. Does anybody wish to make an
observation on this Item?

Mr. G. JAHN (Norway): On Item 15 of the Agenda,
Correspondence between Norwegian and Pansmanian Governments, copiles
of this correspondence have been sent to all Governments, Members
of the Commission, and I do not congider it necessary to go further
into it as you have all seen the correspondence, which 1s still not
closed; as the Norwegian Government up %o now-has not received an
answer to its last note., I only wish to state that the information
recelved by the Norwegian Government was of a nature that it found
it to be ite duty to communicate it to the Panamanian Government
and all other contracting
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parties. As you will appreciate, we do not kxnow the ultimate
result of the correspondence between the Norwegian and Panamanian
Governments but, whatever may be the outcome,; occurrences like
this make it evident that it is essential to elaborate a system
of international cbgervers on the Tactory ships.

I wish to add that we are very glad to learn from Mr. Aleman
that the Panamanian Government intends to sign and ratify the
Protecol amending the Convention, and that he is in favour of
esteblishing a system of international observers on all factory
ships.

I only ask the Commission to take note of the correspondence
between the Norwegian and the Panamsnian Governments and, at the
same time, emphasize the necessity of elaborating a system of
international observers.,

Mr., R. ALEMAN (Panama): Mr, Chairmen, according to
accepted and well-established principles of internationsl law,
any given government may, if it is satisfied that it is necessary
to do s0,. take whatever action it may consider necessary and
cornvenient to protect the interests of its subjects and citizens.,

Therefore, we do recognize and very rmueh respect the right
of Norway to present a complaint of the nature of the one theat we
are considering.

I have no doubt that the two governments involved - through
their Foreign Offices ~ will handle this matter in a satisfactory
way that will in all respects be adjusted to the principles
which friendly nations should follow in settling their differences.,

We share the point of view of the Norwegian Delegation
regarding the future presence of internaticnal observers, and we
sincerely believe that the adoption of such measures will prevent

any further misunderstanding which might arise.

The CHAIRMAN: - Gentlemen, I think that clarifies the
matter well. It would perhaps be a good thing for us to clear
away too,

Perhaps we can deal with one more Item on the Agenda on
which I believe we have already touched in the Plenary Session.

Dr. A. Remington KELLOGG (United States): Mr. Chairman,
the United States wishes to record ite observation that Item 15
of the Agenda points out that the Commission's a@nforcement system
ls capable of improvement so that the actions oft the whaling
inspectors will be far less likely to be called into gquestion.
The observers scheme proposed for the Commission's consideration
would prove extremely helpful in this regard,



- 90 -

Mr. R.G.R. WALL (United Kingdom): Therec are just
a few words I would like to say for the United Kingdom: we
have followed with interest and concern the corrsspondence
which we now have under consideratlon. Vie have been very
glad to hear the statements which have been made in these last
few minutes, and we, for our part, would very much agree with
the conclusions which previous speakers hzve just drawn as to
the relevance and importance of the “observer" proposal in this
Condeemmac, conTedd.

The CHAIRMLN: Thank you very much, Mr. Wall,

Ve have a few minutes before we adjourn and I snould like
to take up Item 16 on the Agenda, "Prohibition of the taking of
blue whales in the North Atlantic", the Reports from Iceland and
Denmark. Are there any further ovservations?

Mr, P.P. ERICHSEN {(Denmark): I should like to ask,
Mr. Chairman, whether you have heard anything from the Icelandic
Government as to the reconsideration of their point of view with
regard to the prohibition of ths catching of blue whales.

The CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Mr, Erichsen. I have no
further information, Gentlemen, but perhaps there is a
possibility that we can get somsihing, May L request the
Commiszioner for Iceland if he can add anything to what he has
already said?

H.E. Agnar Kl. JONSSON (Iceland): I have nothing to
say in addition to what I said at the first Plenary Nesting.
I have noted what has been said about blue whales in the North
Atlantic during the Committee’s Report, but I have no comment
to make,

The CHATRMAN: Thank you very much. If there are
no further observations from anybody else on this Item I think
we can consider that we have dealt with it.

(United Kingdom)

Mr, R.G.R. WALIX e have at the moment, as I
understand it, certain recommendations from the Scientific
Committee expressing the hope that governments which have
felt unable to agree will, nevertheless, reconsider thelr
decision.. I would like to suggest that we should adopt
that as a recommendation by the Commission, or whatever the
correct wording is. He should express the hope that
govermments will, in faet, reconsider their decision in view
of the opinions which the Scientific Committee has expressed.

The CHATIRMAWN: I see your polnt, Mr. Wall, but do



we take the recommendation of the Scientific Committee as
it is expressed now under 8%

Mr. R.G.R. 9WALL (United Kingdom): I would suggest
that the Commission should assocciate themselves with this hope -
or whataver may be the correct term. But we should not leave
it in the air as something from the Scientific Commiitee on
which we say nothing.

The CHAIRMAN: May I get the opinion of the Ccommission
on this point?

H.E. Agnar K1. JONSSON (Iceland): May I just add
that in what I said before I meant to express the same views
as have now been expressed by Mr. ¥all, I think we can take
what is said in the Revort here as a recommendation %o cur
governments. That is 2all I have to say about this.

~

The CHAZRMAN: Is this the feeling of the Commission?

Are you content about that, Mr. Wall?
Mr. R.G, R. WALL (United Kingdom): Yes, quite content.

The CHATRMAN: Thank you, nov we have dealt with
Item 16, We have already dealt with 17, so that leaves us to
deal with the rest of the contents of the Reports on the Agenda
which have not yet been covered. That means that we have to
get the approval of the Commission on some paragraphs of thcse
Reports, and the question of Item 13 is still open.

8o I would now like to adjourn this Plenary Meeting and
we can deal with this further tomorrow,

After discussion it was agreed that the
Commission should meet tomorrow at 10,30 a.m.

(The Conference adjourned at 5.15)
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_ The CHAIRMAN: Will the Meeting please come to order,
I should like to apologize for the fact that, through unavoidable
plrcumstances, it was impocssible to convene sarlier.

I should 1like to take upr again the Items on the Agenda so
far as we have not dealt with them, with the C.
exception of Item 13 of the Agenda, 20.(d) deals with "Blue-
whale unit Iimit". We think that we have to consider this question
further and can manage it in the afternoon Plenary Session.
Y should like to make it clear that we have to meet agein this
afternoon at three; T hope that in the meantime we shall have
sufficient time left to deal with dther items on the Agenda.

As you are aware, we take the discussions of the different
Commlttees in relation to the Iiems of the Agendsa. That means
in effect that Items 18 and 19 of the Agenda are being considepred
at the same time as we are speaking about the other items, with
the exception again of the question of catch limit which I think
it best for us to keep for the final Meeiting.

I would 1ike now to move on to the open Items and take
20 with all the other parts under it, (a), (b), (c), (d), (e).

About the "Observers", we have the views of both the
Scientific and the Technical Committees. Would you like to
meke any further comments with regard to Item 20 (a)?

Mr. G, JAHN (Norway): Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary
to go into this question at this time because we sghall have to wait
for a very long time until we discuss the different things .
concerning observers,

But I would like to draw attenti.n to the fact that when
seniority i1s mentioned here 1t only says that he has the right fo
lodging and food and so on as a senior officer, he 1ls not an
officer as such but he has to have accommodation, etec., and it is
only that whih 1s meant. In order that there shall not be any
misunderstanding there, I repeat he is not an officer as such,
he is not a military man or anything like that and he has no
standing on boerd as an officers, but it is only to underline
that he shall be treated in tne menner of an officer jin the
matter of nourishment, accomodatlon and so on. '

The SECRETARY: May I explain to Mr. Jahn, Mr. Chairman,
that the worde that appear under "Observers" were words which he
sald to me himself, and regquested me to put them into fuller
English, I did show them to our Legal Adviser; but, of course,
if this matter comes up in the future and we have to move &an
amendment to the Schedule we will go into it again and study the
wording carefully. This is only a very tentative draft.
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Mr. G. JAEN (Norway): Mr. Chairman, I think although
the English will know what is meant by a senior officer, there
may be other countries which are not aware of the expression.

The CHAIRMAY: Are there any further remarks with regard
to Ltem 20% Can I take it that you agree that we have deali
sufficiently with Item 20 (a) so that we can dispose of it?

Then I would like to move on to 20 (b) "Refrigerated Ships".
In the Report already referred to,you have before you the Committee'
observations and their remarks. Is the Commission willing or
likely to take action upon the Reports of those Comuittees? 1In
the Technical Report you will find under Item 3L and onwards that
this 1s discussed under the heading "Refrigerated Ships".

The SECRETARY: Mr. Chairman, I would like you to look
at paragraph 36. I do not know whether this 1s the proper time
to stress it, but I am not at all sure under 36 what exactly the
direction to the Secretary 1s, because we have already asked the
United States Government to include in thelr Protocol some
provision which would enable us at all events to alter the
Schedule for the purpose, say, of putting one inspector on a
refrigerated ship. T would like a little more guidance, possibly
I might be allowed to discuss this with Mr. Wall outside, as he is
Chairman of this Committes.

Mr. R.G.R.WALL(United Kingdom): May I
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Mr. R.G.R. WALL {United Kingdom): May I give an
explanation? The Technical Committee considered this matter
at some length on the initiative of the United Kingdom and, as
we understood it in the Technical Committee, the effect of the
Protocol vhieh is at present in hand is simply to give
flexibility to the Commission in the matier of inspection
arrangements for refrigerated ships, but we understand it is not
going beyond that point.

The point that was made in the Technical Committee was thail
the refrigersted ship ought not to be classed as a Cactory ship
at all, at least not in all circumstances. Buf certzinly there
are circumstances in which, so the Technical Commitiee thought,
the refrigerated ship should noit be deemed to be a factory ship.

Wow that will not be covered under the Protocol now in hand,
and the Technical Committee were not sure whether that objecctive
could only he secured by a further amendment to the Convention,
in which event another Protocol would be needed, or whether it
might be possible to deal, by amendment to the Schedule, with
the refrigerated ship in such a way as to take it out of +the
class of a factory ship.

That is-by way of explanation, Bir, and I would like later
on to make a proposal from the United Kingdom side if you would
allow me.

The SECRETARY: Thank you, Mr, Chairman, 1 am very
much obliged for that exnlanation,

The CHALRMAN: Are there any further observations
in connexion with refrigerated ships?

Mr. R.G.R. WALL {United Kingdom): May I then, Sir,
meke & proposal on this Item?

The United Xingdom would propose that we adopt the
sw gestion or recommendation of the Technical Committee,
namely that the Secretary of the Commission should be asked to
seek the views of the Commission's legal advisers as to whether
the refrigerated ship could be taken out of the category of
- factory ship by amendment of the Schedule without first
amending the Convention, Then, Sir, deperding on the answer
to that question - which I hope we might have between now and
our next Meeting - the United Kingdom would probvably wish to
bring forward a proposal at our next leeting, firstly that, if
amendment of the Convention should be necessary, if that should
be what we are told, then we should like tc ask at the next
Meeting that the Devository Government be asked tc take the
necessary steps tc prepare a Protocol tc amend the Convention
and enable us in the Commission tc take action on the
refrigerated ship. If, howvever, we find that the matter
can be dealt with by amendment to the Schedule, then we should
wish to move at the next Meeting zppropriate amendments to the
Schedule. But I think perhaps I should like your guidance
here, S8ir, 1 take it that we could not move the proposal now
because there is not only the point that we db not quite know
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the legal 51tuat10n, but I take it 60 days notice would also
be reguired, is that =o?

The CHATRMAN: Yes., Thank you very much, Mr., Wall,

2

Mr., F.F. AMDERSON (Australia): Mr. Chairman, I do not
think that the way the United Klngdom has put that question will
enable a legal d60151on to be given in favour of an amendment to
the Schedule being just simply carried out by the Commission.
I think Mr. %Wall has been a little teo embracing snd it would
have been betier to have confined it to obtaining legal advice
as to the drafting of an amendment to the Schedule which would
exempt refrigerated ships from some of the limitations at
present appiying to factory ships. That is what we want the
advice on. We have been advised that at the present times the
definition of a factory ship does inelude a refrigerated ship,
and you cannot get over a defect in the actual Convention by
making an amendment 4o the Schedule, But we could limit the
restrictions that we have »nlaced on factory ships in the Schedule
to factory ships proper and exempt refrigerated ships.

I hope I have made myself clear.

Mr. A, KODAXI (Japan): I should like to remind the
Secretary that when he handles this matter, although we zlways
say refrigerated ships, i% should be ships for the use of
refrigerating or salting whale meat. That is a more exact
expression and I hope the Secretary will keep that in mind.

The BECRETARY: Having heard Mr., Fall and Mr.
Anderson I would like to say that my procedure would be now to
refer this matier, in view of Mr. Wall's explanation, to our
legal adviser. If the Commission agrees I would like then
to be able to circulate to the Commission my reference to the
legal adviser and his reply. Then, in the light of that, the
United Kingdom Delegation or any other Delegation may decide
whether it is possible to draft a document for the next Mesting.
But I would like the Comivission to have the result of this as
soon as it is available.

Mr. R.G.R. WALL (United Xingdom): May I say, first
of all, that I should be guite hapnpy with the way in which
Mr. Anderson has nput thls, which is clearsr than the way in
which I put it.

Secondly, I would say to Mr. Kodaki that I am sorry I
omitted the salting ship. I would just say that the ships
which are in gquestion, and the sort of matter which is in
gquestion is this: I am only speaking of ships which come under
the definition of factory ship solely because they engage in
freezing, salting, or otherwise treating whale meat. The
object in cur minds 1s that such ships should be vermitted to
operate throughout the year if they are working in conjunction
with a land station or a floating factory licensed under ths
Conventlon° I could give those words to the Secrstary if you allow.
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The CHATRMAN: Is that acceptable to you, Gentlemen?
Are there no further comments?

Dr. A. Remington KELLOGG (U.S.4.): While we are
on the same point, Item 11 of this Schedule, if we amend that
to read as follows, then it ends up, "except ships used
for freezing, salting or itransport of meat or other products',
then possibly that will not regquire a Frotocol. But we should
get legsl advice on that,

The SECRETARY: That is what we are going to do.

Dr, A. Remington KELLOGG {U.8.4.): But I would tie
it to 11 rather than the Protocol, if this is considered
legally advisable, .

The CHAIRMAN: That will be so, Dr. Kellogg, just
in line with what the Secretary has in mind, so I think it
will suit you.

Mr, 4. KODAKI (Japan): As I have slready said in
the Technical Committee, there are several other paragraphs
in the Schedule which also will affect refrigerated or
salting ships, so I do not think it is appropriate to enter
into detail at this moment, If we start arguing about the
amendment we have to go further than Dr. Kellogg suggested
Jjust now,

The CHATRMAN: I hope that is quite clears The
Secretary will inform you of the result of the legal advice
in the coming year before any action is taken in connection
with this situation and what can be said to be covered by the
wording 'refrigeration ships'. I hope you will all be content
with that. -May we then dispose of this Item, Gentlemen?

Now we go from the deep sea to the high air, and we have
before us Item 20 (c), "Helicopters". Is there anybody who would
like to make further cbservations with regard to helicopters in
the whaling industry? We seem to e too high in the sky at the
moment May I take it that we can dispose of this ILtem also?

Then we pass .over (d) for the moment, as I told you before,
and come to 20 (e), "imendment for the protection of blue whale
stocks in the North Pacific Ocean', We have dealt with this
also, under Item 10, and there will be no change, so we can dispose
straight away of that Item too, That means that in fact ws have
taken Item 20 in full, with ithe exceptian of dne Item
which will come later on this afternoon; (f) has already been
dealt with on the opening day, so we can dispose of Item 20 (f).
We cannot act fully on Items 18 and 19 as they bear very heavily
on Item 20 (d4), and it seems better to keep it open for .
discussion thls afternocon. Therefore for this Plenary Session
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we have Items 21 and 22 still open. Item 21 is not yet

before you so I would like to keep that also for a while,

until we get the re-drafted innual Report on the table,

but we can certainly deal with Item 22 on the Lgenda,
"Consideration of draft submitted by the United Nations
International Law Comnission of Provisional Articles concerm—
ing the Regime of ths High Seas', The Technical Committee

has given its view op this cuestion under paragraphs 37, 38

and 39. L8 you see from the Report of the Technical Committes,
no straight recommendations are put before the Commission, only
a number of guestions with regard to . the interpretation of

the I.L.C.'s recommendations in connection with the-haling
industry. Lre you quite prepared o keep it in the records

of the Technical Committee as it now stands? So can I take

it, Gentlemen, that you have also accepted this part of the
Technical Commitites's Report ss 1t stands now? This seems

to be the case, so we are now left with Items 23 and 25 of

the Agenda.

Item 25 is "Arrangements for Press release', which are
more or less settled. May I remind you of the fact that we
have set up a small Ad Hoec Committee to deal with the
interpretation of the fnnual Report, and the same Committee
could act as a body for adviee with regard to the press release,
At the last meeting in Moscow, we extended the press release
more than in previous years, which I believe was acceptable
to you; if you can re-affirm this arrangement, I would like
to get your permission for the Secretary, in collsboration
with the A& Hoe Committeg, to desl ith Ehis press release, and
try to give the information that can be of interest to the
publie,

The SECRETARY: May I say that I have s draft which
has been prepesred by the Secrstariat of g press release, but
it is impossible to consider that through the means of the
Ad Hoe Comnittee until we have discussed the rather important
question in Item 20 (d), but there is a draft ready so that
‘at a moment's notice I shall be able to place it before the
Comnittee, when this meeting finishes.

The CHAIRMAN: Does +hat satisfy you, Gentlemen?
" Mr. G. JAHN (Norway): It is all right.

The CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Mr. Jaha.

Before adjourning this meeting, T should like to give this
opportunity to the Commissioner of Norway to make an announcement.

Mr. G. JAHN (Norway)}: T would like to give the floor
to Mr., Bettum; he is the Chairman of the Whaling issoclation of
Norway, and he wishes to make a statement concerning the situation
of the whaling industry, and the affect upon the whaling industry
which your work may-have in the future,
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Mr. F. BETTUM (Norway): First of all, I would like to
thank you and the Norwegian Commissioner for giving me this
oprertunity to make a short statement.

The International Convention for the regulation of whaling
was concluded in 1946 after representatives of the contracting
parties had decided "to conclude a convention to provide for the
proper conservation of whale stocks and thus make possible the
orderly development of the whal ing industry".

With the assistance of the Coﬁvention, the stock of whales
is to be preserved with due consideration to "the interests of
the consumers of whale products and the whaling industry!.

The Commission has received data which also contains
specification of the whaling fleets which were engaged in pelagic
whaling in the Antarctic during the season 1955/1956. It is
8lso possible to determine, fairly accurately, the whaling fleets
which will be engaged during the coming 1956/1957 season.

As a representative for the Whaling Industry in the
Antarctic, I find it right to recapitulate the position:

During the season 1955/1956, 19 pelagic expeditions operated
in the Antarctic with 19 floating factories and a total of 257
whale catchers, The catching period for baleen whales lasted
58 days, which is thé shortest time we have ever experienced.
During the season 1956/1957, it is expected that 20 expeditions
-willl operate in the Antarctic with 20 flecating factories. This
is one expedition more than last year, which, on averages, will
reduce the catch of each expedition by 5%.

In splte of the fact that the number of expeditions are
increasing, it has been possible, with considerable difficulty,
to cbtain agreement from the major part of the industry to conclude
an agreement which limits the number of catchers attached to each
expedition during the 1956/1957 season. The total number of
catchers has accordingly been reduced from 257 to a probable 225.
The reduc¥ton in the number of cathers used has been put into
effect in order to rationalise the preduction of whale bil in the
Antarctic.

It is necessary to draw some conclusions when one views the
whole situation.

The Schedule limits the total number of whales that are to
be caught and according to the secientific reports which are
available, it will be necessary in the future to introduce still
more drastic reductions if the stock of whales is to be preserved.
The expeditions which are sent Scuth are already larger than
necessary to obtain the totel number of blue whale units, which
it is permitted to catch. On the other hand, we are faced with
the fact that the number of expeditions will increase from last
season to the comlng season and 1t is reported that we can expect
further increages later on.

According to the existing Convention, it is not possible for
the Commission to do anything about this. Wen I, as a represen-
tative of the industry, mention this it is to poimt out the
untenable and contradictory situation which developments involve.
In the long run, one camot expect that individual companies and
countrigs are going to abstain from using existing whaling
material in the most economical way, and even keep existing
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whaling ships lying idle, when other nations are sending out

new whaling expeditions. According to my opinion, such a
situation may lead to the &lsruption of the Convention.

In view of the seriousness of the situation, I consider
the possibility of the Convention being disrupted to be a
very real one, and regard it as my duty to point this out to
YOUe

I thank you, Mr. Chairman, for giving me the opportunity
to put my views to the meeting.

The CHAIRMAN: Thank you Very mucCheesos
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" The CHAIRMAN: Thank you very much for giving us
your views.

-

May I now eall upon the Secretary?

The SECRETARY: If we are now on the Item "Other
Business" I think I should revort to you that in due course -
in a month or two - we shall receive an invitation from the
International Council Br the Exploration of the Sea, which 1s
represented at this Conference in the person of your Chalrman,
toc be represented at their meeting in October, I take it that
you would wish your Chairman to act as your representative as
he has done before, I know that invitation will automatically
come,

Mr, F.H. CORNER (New Zealand): If fhis Commission is
being represented at the meeting of amother international body
could we expect to have some report, however brief, on the
proceedings at that meeting, and the relevance of their proceedings
to this Commi-rsion?

The CHAIRMAN: Yes, lir., Corner, that can easily be
done, I believe,

The SECRETARY: Mey I inform ir, Corner straight away
that the International Council for the Exploration of the Bea,
which celebrated its 50th birthday two years ago, has got a
Whaling Committee, some of whose duties are rather covered by
this Commission. Therefore they only meet when required, usually
under the Chairmenship of Dr. Mackintosh, but you can have all
the papers, .

Mr, F.H. CORNER (New Zealend): I am really making the
point that if it is worth while for this body to' e represented
at these international meetings it is worth while having a report.
If it is not worth while having a report it is not worth while
being represented. ’

Mr. &, JAHN (Norway): I would like to bring up one
guestion, If a country wishes to bring something up before a
coming meeting is it necessary to formulate a definite proposal
.or can 1t bring forward a guestion in another form saying that they
wish to have that and that guestion discussed if they have not
made a definite proposal? I should like to get some information
on theat,

The CHAIRMAN: Thank you, I am waiting for the remarks
of the Commissioners. :
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Ur., F.H, CORNER (New Zealand): GCould you tell me just
what is the point involved at the moment, Hr, Chairman? I =m sorry
but I missed it,

The CHAIRMAN: I think as I understood it that Mr. Jzhn
stressed it in this way, that if you want to make a propc:ial you
have to do it in a more formal wsy than by saying you wouid like
the Commission to act in this and that way, is that whai you
have on your mind?

Mr, G. JAHN (Norway): No, it concerns the guestion
we have mentioned whiech might be discussed here of whether we
should lengthen the hunting of humpbacks to more than four days
as it 1s at present, without saying whether it should be lengthened
to six or seven days, or something like that, That is the gquestion,

The CHATIRMAN: You would just like to raise a question
under "Other Business" just for free deliberation without
binding effect or recommendation, or something like that, Is that
what you mean? :

Mr, G. JAHN (Worway): I would like to know this, 1t is
agreed here in the Articles by the Commissionérs "....,unless the
subject matter has been included in the provisionszl corder of
business". What does it mean? Does it mean, for instance, to
take an example ,that we have made a definite proposal - which we
have not done - to-lengthen the hunting season for humpbacks
from four to six days - let us say &finitely six days - instead
of saying, for instance, that you would like to discuss whether
i1t is wise to lengthen these days without mentioning any
definite number of days? That is the only guestion I ask, what
the subject matter is,

. The BECRETARY: Mr, Chairman, it scems to me the point
Mr, Jahn has raised is one not comnected with the specific point
that I was asking the Commission to decide, namely whether or
not a representative should, as for the last seven years, attend
the next meeting of the International Council as an observer,
If s0, do you wish your Chairman to go as before?

Mr. Jahn is now raising a very important point that really
lr. Mnderson raised st the first plenary - at least I take it
to be s0. .~ as to whether it is sufficient to indicate in general
terms an amendment to the Sehedule, or whether it should be in
actual specific terms without any doubt. I think, Mr, Jahn,

that is what you are saying.

Mr, G, JAHN (Norway): That is correct.
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The SECRETARY: That is seperate from the other
point which IMr, Corner raised, I mey just =2dd that if I have
a definite doubt on.this matter I invariably show our legsal
advisor eny alterations to the Schedule which are contemplated,
and I ask him whether that is suffiecient to comply with the law.
As a meatter of fact, he has usually told me that it is all right.
He did in the case raised by Mr. Anderson, but I did not say
so at the time, That is the veint Mr, Jahn raises =nd it is
an lmportant point, If necessary, and if you so wish to move,
I will ask the legal ad¥isor for a legal opinion on the subject.

Mr., 4, KODAKI {Japen): It would seem to us thet it
weuld be all right to mention the subject matter in the provisional
order of business, that is 60 days in aodvance of the meeting,
because it is clear in the book of Rules of Procedure of the
Commission, I do not think it is necessary to elaborate the
proposals. It is all right to bring up the subject matter 60
days in advance,

Mr, F.F. ANDERSON (fustralia): Being partly Norwegian
myself I understand that they never lie down on this matter, They
are golng to keep it going right to the dead end, I still maintain
that the points I raised were correct, that it had not been
placed on the provisional order of business in accordance with
the Rules of Procedure, Surely the Norwegian Commissioner does
not suggest that you could put on any item in very genersl terms
end then you could come along and bring a propesal out which
would upset the whole of the whaling of a certain country, He
says he simply wants to discuss the extension, if he wants to
extend it he must give notice of a certain actual period by
which he wishes to extend it. It is no use saying otherwise,

If he wants to discuss it he cen, but if he wants an alteration

to the Schedule he must sgy in what way it is going to Dbe

altered, not discussed and then altered at this meeting,

Rule 12 is quite clear, and also there is another protection

rule in Rule 8, "...to determine after consultation with the
Commissioners the provisional order of business so that the
Secretary may transmit it not less than 60 days in advance by the Srcrel
of the meeting". This matter was not referred®to the  * Py '™MF IWnrel
Secretary, therefore it is notin order; it was indefiniie,

it did not state anything at all, it simply sa%gt'to be

discussed'. It was discussed by the Scientific~Committee,

end thet is all about it, If they had moved that it he 6B

days or 7% days that would have conformed %o the Convention

which states:

"These amendments of the Schedule (a) shall be such as
are necessary to carry cut the objesctives and purposes
of' this Convention and tc provide for the conservation,

. development, and optimum utilization of the whale
regsources; (b} shall be based on scientific findings;
(¢} shall not involve restrictions on the number or
nationality of factory ships or land stations nor
allccate specific guotas to any factory or ship or
land station or to any group of factory ships or
land stations; end (d) shall take into considsration
the interests of the consumers of whale products and

the whaling industry".
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Surely the Norwegian Commissioner does not think that
this general notice to discuss the matfer included any
scientiflc evidence, He spoke of what the people employed
by the Norwegian companies did, and if they only looked at
their own statistics they would have found that the avepage
length of the humpback last season was a foot shorter than
the previous year, Is that scientifiec evidence in favour
of extending the periocd? No, it does not go down at all,

I ob,juct to this matter being discussed further, 1t has
been declded and I do not think we should continue with it

any more.,

r. G. JAHN (Norway): I will not go into the length
of the humpback, or anything like that. s a Commissioner I have no
standpoint on it at gll., I have heard the Scientific Committes on
the matter, but I merely asked a question, whether 1t is necessary
for me to get a proposal or not or whether you can bring up
the matter within 60 days' notice for discussion here, and when
the Scientific Committee has dealt with it they may give a proposal,
they may reject it, or a proposal in that and that sense. That
is the only thing I ask, It is very inconvenient for a
Commissioner who has not decided whether it should be lengthened
or not lengthened and when he is asked by the industry whether
this and this gquestion is to be discussed and neither he himselfl
nor the government has taken any decision to it, I would like
.to bring up a guestion for discussion in the Secientific Committee,
It is very difficult for a commissioner or for a govermment to
say that it is not a very imporfant question as to whether or
not 1t should be lengthened, whether it should be two days, maybe
we should go dow: to two days if the Scientific Commitiee feels
13 should be so, We cannot form a definite proposal before and
we merely like to discuss the question in general terms. I
think that the subject matter, if it is the subject matter, has
been brought forward in due time before the Commission and they
could turn it over either to the Technical or the Scientiflic
Committee and they should then mzke a proposal - a definite
proposal = for this Commission. If that is not the case it is
very difficult to bring it up here for discussion,

Mr. R. G. Rs WALL (United Kingdom}: Sir, I think
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Mr. R. G, R. WALL (United Kingdom): Sir, I think
there is a point of real difficulty here which may affect M any of
us in the years ahead. On the one hand, as Mr. Jahn says, any
of ug may be in the position of wanting to make a proposal at a
meeting without quite knowing what is to he cur precise proposal
until we may have heard evidence in this Commission which will
affect the exact nature of the proposal we shall be making,
Therefors, itémay be difficult to give the utmost precision fto a
proposal #E a meeting. On the other hand, as Mpr. Anderson says
the rest of us must have & sufficient understanding of vhat is
going to be discussed and proposed to ensgble us to be properly
briefed before we come to the meeting. In some way 1 suppose
we ought to try and sguare that circle.

Is it possible for the Secretary, as I think he suggested
earlier, to consulit the Cormission's Legal Adviser on the meaning
and purport of the present Rules of Procedure and circulate to
a fuller note as to what we may and may not do? Then,; at the
next meeting, if we are not satisfied, we could consider whether
any smendment to our Rules of Procedure is required or not.

It is very difficult to take this much further, in my opinion,
without getting a legal ifriee as to what we may and may not do
under the existing Rules.°P™"

The SECRETARY: Mr. Chairman, I would certainly like to
@o that 1f the Commission agrees, but there are two points here.
The first, that is the sixty days' notice, is very importent.
Mistralia 1s a very long way away and I cannot always assume
precisely when even an air-letter is going to get there - so that
the famous cirecular of 7th May may have reached Australia just two
days outside the sixty days although 1t went Dy alr-mail.

The second point is whether anything sugzested in the Agenda
may involve an amendment to the Schedule, and
other people do not quite know what that amendment should be, I
have always indicated in the Item dealing with amendmenis to the
Schedule some words which might be moved there. Whether that is
permissibie is a very important legal point, and that is the
other point upon which I should like to consult the legal
adviser, and if necessary submit to you amendments, as Mr. Wall
suggested, to the Rulss of Procedure.

The CHAIRMAN: I think that makes the situation guite
clear. I hope it will be acceptable to the Commission that we
get the legal adviser of the Secretariat to interpret the Rules
of Procedure and action under the Commission's Ruless

#r. F.H. CORNER (New Zealand): It may well be
useful to get legal advice, but at the same time I think it 1is
true that this Commission, like any other Commission, is
master. of its own procedure, and if the majority of the
Commission wish to pursue a certain course they can deelde to
do it. T remember we argued this precise point at Moscow
last year and did agree that we would get ourselves into rather
absurd situations if we could not modify at all specific
proposals which might have been put up in advance of the
Meeting. For instance, say the only specifie proposal on the
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whale catch was 14,000 units, and then, after a thorough
discussion by the scientific and technical bodies, it was
decided that the unit should be 13,000 or 15,000 or some other
limit, obviously we heve to have the power to set up what we
need. We should not get ourselves into too rigid = legal
position over this, nor should we exelude ocurselves from
discussing any question ‘that is important to any Commidssioner.

Mr, F,F. ANDERSON (Australiag): Mr. Chairman, I have
never raised any point such as Mr. Corner refers to, but I
consider that if you are going to amend the Schedule surely the
countries concerned have svfficient intercst to give notice of the
particular Article in the Schedule in which they want to alter =a
particular clause and what their ideas are. 1f they said that
they wanted to increase it to six days and, finally, the
Commission agreed on five, I think that would be quite in ordsr,
but they did not indicate how many they proposed to
increase it by and they simply said it should be discussed; it
was discussed. They must put a definite proposal forward, in
the same way as the pelagic limit in the Antarctic. Somebody
must bring forward some proposal, 15,000 may be amended to
15,500 or 14,500, or some other number, no one is questioning
that point at all. I am merely saying that the Schedule Item
must be quoted and put down so that we can identify it with the
existing Schedule, and we should not simply say that a discussion
should be held. '

The SECRETARY: May we come back to the point as to
whether you would wish to accept the invitation, which I know is
almost on its way from I.0.E.S., that we should be represented
for the seventh time? May I Just mention that if you look at
the list of members present at this meeting you will see that
your Chairman is representing I.C.E.S. at this Meeting, and, if
there 1s time, he will express his pleasure no doubt in being
present in that capsacity. What we want now is to recommend that
as an observer someone should go to I.C.E.S5. and, to avoid expenses,
it is usually someone who is a member of I.C.E.S.

The CHAIRMAN: There is nc difficult about that,
Gentlemen, I believe.

. The BEZCRETARY: Then may I take it that it is agreed
that you wish your Chairman to go? When the letter comes I will
so inform the International Council.

L have to detain you for one further moment. A few days
ago only I received a letter from the World Meterological
Organization which is a really big body, and I have had correspondence
affecting them with South Africa and the Netherlands over a period
of time, some five or six years. They are interested in all
sorts of things lilke rainfall and wireless reports of weather.
They have a meeting lasting from 16th - 30th October, 1956 and
the Secretary-General will ve grateful to have the name of the
peérson or persons designated to represent the International
Whaling Commission submitted as soon as possible. My point %o
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you ig to ask: do you wish tc be represented at this meeting and,
if so, it 1s possible that someone round this table may be already
attending and theref'ore could represent us; or do you wish tc take
the line that we do not; in the circumstances, wish to be represen-
ted? I have not had time to cireculate this paper, but it has a
very large, considerable, agenda. That is the point T put fto you,
as to the nature of my reply.

Mr. A. XODAKI (Japan): Where will that be held?
The SECRETARY: The meeting will be held in Hamburg,

The CHAIRMAN: May I taks 1t that there 1s not sufficient
interest to send an observer on behalf of the Commission?

Mr., G. JAHN (Norway): I do not think we should send an
observer there at the expense of the Gomm1551on.

The CHAIRMAN: Is that agreed? (Agreed)

Then I should like to adjourn the Meeting, but I would
particularly ask the Commissioners to meet before the Plenary
Session opens at three. Is that possible for you to meet at
half past two? The Commissioners only at half past two and
then we can convene in the Room where we held the Scientific
Cormittee, Is that acceptable? Two-thirty for the Commissioners
only, three o'clock for the full Plenary Session.

Then the Meeting is adjourned.

(The Commission adjourned for lunch)
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The CEATRMAN: Gentlemen, will the Meeiing please cane
to corder.

We are now dealing with the last Item on the Agenda, the Item
that is still open, concerning the Blue-whale unit limit for 1956/
1957, Item 13 of the Agenda, and also 20 (&),

I should say that there has heen a good exchange of views in
the Technical and Seientific Committees, and I am quite willing
to deal with any observations we may expect from the Commission
in this Session now in comnexion with these Items. '

' Dr. J. M. MARCHAND (South Africa): Mr, Chairman, we in
South 4Lfrica are of the opinion that the available svidence is
breponderantly indicative of the fact that, at the present level
of exploitation, the Antarctic whale stock taken as a whole is

a wasting asset. In other words, the cuttake from the stock
comprising the sum of the natural and fishing mortalities is in
excess of the input by accruement. However, this imbalance

can be repaired by adjusting the basic directly controllable
factor of fishing mortality and we feel that the Cormission would
be sadly Tailing in its duty if it refrained from taking correc-
tive action in at least scme degree.

While, therefore, we do not claim that the step we advocate
represents a cure, we maintain that it is at leest in the right
direction.

Mr. Chairman, we accordingly submit the following proposals
in relation to paragraph 8 (a) and (c) of the Schedule for
adoption by the Commission.

(A) of paragraph 8 (a), delete all the words after "units"
in the fourth line, and substitute for them the following:-
"in any one season, provided that in the season 1956/1957 the
number of baleen whales taken, as aforesaid, shall not exceed
14,500 blue-whale units",

Paragraph 8 (a) would then read as follows:-

"The number of baleen whales taken during the opsn season
caught in waters south of 40° South Latitude by whale
catchers attached to factory ships under the jurisdiction
of the Contracting Governments shall not exceed 15,000
blue-whale units in any one season, provided that in the
season 1956/1957 the number of baleen whales taken as
aforesaid shall not exceed 1,500 blue-whale nits.”

Then I have a proposal (B),Paragraph 8 (¢), and these are of
course conseguential should my proposal for 8 {a) be accepted,

"l. Delete the words "in the season 1955-1956- and 13,000
thereafter" in the sixth and seventh lines.! and

2, Between "13,500" in the sixth line and "notification®
in the seventh line, insert the words "(but 13,000 in the
season 1956-1957,)",

Paragraph 8 (c) would then read as follows:
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"Notification shall be given in accordance with the
provisions of Article VII of the Convention, within two
days after the end of each calendar week, of data on the
number of blue whale units taken in any waters south of
40° South Latitude by all whale catchers attached o
factory ships under the jurisdietion of each Contracting
Government; provided that when the number of blue whale
units is deemed by the Bureau of International Whaling
Statistics to have reached 13,500 (but 13,000 in the
season 1956/1957) notification shall be given as aforesaid
at the end of each day of data on the number of blus whale
units taken.™

The CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Dr. Marchand, for your
proposal put before the Commission. May I ask if this proposal
is seconded? It is seconded by Mr. Wall of the United Kingdom.

Mr. R. G. R, WALL (United Kingdom): The United Kingdom
is ready to second this proposal from the South African Commissioner
and I would like to explain what is the basis of our attitude.

In the first place;, I would say that we are being completely
consistent with the view we took at the Moscow Meeting last year
when we voted in favour of the proposal which is in fact now before
us, vut which was subsequently objected to and the United Kingdom
with other countries followed up with objections - but that was
on a purely fommal basis in order that we might be able to reserve
our position and leave it open until such time as the matter could
be raised again in the Commission, that is, a2t this Meeting.

The Antarctic catch does depend upon the sbundance of the
fin whale. I think there is no real dispute but that the blue
whale has been brought very low in numbers, so much so that the
catch is only 6% of the total in the Antarctic, and it stiil
segems to be going down year by year. The humpback -stocks seem
also to have been very much reduced and of course, as we know,
there are only four days in the Antarctic on which they may now
be caught,. S0 we are entirely reliant upon the fin whale and
here, up to that point, I think there is no disagreement as I
understand it in the Commission with those propositions.

Now as to fin whales: +the catch of fin whales has been
rising, we know this, from 13,000 animals just after the end of
the war, and then 20,000 a few years later, now it is 25,000 to
26,000 each season. We have whaling fleets of greater catching
nower, We find that this increase in the catch of fin whales
is associated with the lowering of the average size of the animals
taken, and an increase in the percentage of imusture whales which
are taken. We have heard that whales in the experience of
expeditions are harder to find; we have seen in this Commission
that the South Georgla land stations are apparently having to go
further and further afield each year for their whales. The
scientists in effect have told us that in the Scientific Committee
there is some argument between two schools of thought. The one
school, which is in the majority, thinks that the fin whale stocks
are in fact decreasing and showing signs of serious strain.

The other school thinks that the fin whale stocks may possibly be
inereasing and the situation is not serious. Well Sir, .the fin
whale stock may be inereasing, we cannot of course be sure. We



- 109 =

cannot go down there and count theam one by one year

by year, The moon may be made of green cheeses

Sir, we cannot be sure of that either, we cannot go

there and find out whether it is or not. Many

things are possible, and some are less likely than others. We
are sceptical as to whether the moon is made of green cheese, and
we believe it 1is not. Some of us, I believe, are equally
sceptical as to whether the fin whale stock can possibly be
increasing, and I take leave to doubt myself whether in our heart
any of us really believes that it is increasing. We should not
risk going hungry on this earth because we think that 1f we do we
may be able to get a cut offthe green cheese owf the moon.

My Government does not think that we should risk the fuiture of
whaling as a worthwhile commercial industry by standing fast on
a 15,000 unit ceiling until we have actual proof that the fin
whale stock is in such a serious state that reductions in the
cateh are imperative. In the meantime, while we are awaiting
that proof - which may take years to collect - the stocks and the
whaling industry itself may possibly collapse; and our attitude
is therefore that we cannot afford to walt for proof until every
fact is settled and fitted into the jigsaw, but that we should
meanwhile proceed on the basis of good sense and comnOnNsense,

and that we should t3%F what to us is the obvious presumption.
The situation is rather dangerous, we have a majority of scien-
tists assuring us that it is their view that it is so, and that
we should therefore take some measures, while having proper
regard to the interests of the whaling industry, to reduce the
catch further,

. Now 8ir, the sanctuary has been mentioned, and we heard

the other day the suggestion that we could afford to wait and
see what more might happen in the sanctuary arez, see what .
experience we get there before we decide to tske any further
measures. We are influenced there by the fact firstly that the
sanctuary after all has beeh opemelfor only three years and is then

3 to be closed again and we have only two of those three
years lef't. We would fear that if we simply do nothing for
another year or another two years, until we know more of what
the sanctuary may contain, we ©ould quite easily find at the end
of two years from now that we should have to make a very drastic
reduction all at once in the blue whale unit ceiling. Let us
hope we do not, but we may; and rather than live in paradise for
two years and then £ind that we are in guite a different place, we
would rather ourselves take at least minimum precautions. That
is why we think that we ought to go down to 14,500 for the nexs
season, and therefore I second the proposal.

Mr. G. JAHN (Norway): We are willing t0s..
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Mr. G. JAEN (Norway): ‘e are willing to vote for
the proposal by the South African Commissioner, but I should
like to say 2 few words. We regard the situation as very
serious for the future, and I think that, =1l things taken
together, the majority of the Scientific Commitice is right.
e, therefore, in Moscow provosed and voted Ffop 11,500 for
the season which has just closed. THe outcome of that
was that we had a limit of 15,000 and I looked forward, to
this season for the follewinz reason.

There has been, of recent years, a close connection
between the number of whale~boats 2nd the number of days the
season lasts, When there were fewer whale~boats, the
season was longer; this vear, we had many whale-boats and
I looked forward to seeing, when the Tigures came out,
whether we could gei any sssurance from them - the season
was very long and w2 had many whale-boats hunting there - so
that we covld draw the conclusion that the fin-whalss were
very scarce, of course tzlzing into consideration the
weather situation. But i happened that the season was the

~shortest one, the reasoi _eing that the new Area 1 had been
© opened and iwenty-four per cent of the whales were taken in
that area, “When we Jdiscusrzd “his at a meeting of the
Technical Committee T <=zd that this was an argument for
sticking to 15,000 for onc wmore year 1o get more experience,
because we had, in resiii;, killeq 19,000 fin-whales in the
0ld areas instead of 25,000 the year before — we had saved
6,000, T looked into t*»: ctatistics which are not, after all,
convineing, For some arcas tile fin-whale catch is not over—
whelming, and having lcoked at these things from the point
of view of pressure -n the whale stock, I think that ihe
least we could do this wear g to bropose 14,500. Maybe I
am wrong, but it is my conviction that some years will come
when we will think that 14,500 is an impossible number of
whales to cateh in the Antarctic in a reasonsable length of
time,

Not only must ws look at the whale stoek from that
point of view but we must also take inte congideration the
. fact that even if most of our compsnies have agreed to have
fewer whale-boats down there, if new expeditions can catch
whales and they do not have .. -vir boats, there will be more
new whale-boats and the vhole wing will be more intensive
than ever. The consecusnes will, of course, be that in the
beginning it will not pay for some companies in the season,
but there will alwars e 50 nany left. That is the danger for
the stock, even though there might be enough whales left there
for the stock te grow up again within fifty years or so. It
is not quité the same situstion there as in the northern
waters.

Even though I think that we ought to -turn it down
from the scientific pcint of view, we must giso take into
consideration the fact that begides the whaling boats there
is another industry attached to it on shore, and we cannoi
k111 that industry in one or evsn two years. I am not so
much thinking of the profit of the different conpanies as
of the people who have their work there; for them it might
be a catastrophe if it is less than it was in the '30s when
we had urcriployirent everywhere; they must be considered,

Therefore, I will not czll for any further reduction
next year, but I will wvote for 14,500 in this coming year.
Thank you, Mr. Chairman,
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The CHATRMAN:  Thank you, Mr. Jzhn,

Mp. H. 8. DROST (Netherlands): Mr. Chairman,
the Netherlands delegation will not agree with the whole of
the amendment made by the South African delegation., I woulgd
like to make the reason for this clear. I have had a telk
Wwith the Netherlands scientists and this, in short, is what
they said to me: if the basis of the caleulations made by
Professor Ruud, Professor Ottestad and Dr. Mackintosh is
correct, this would involve our going down to abeout 10,000
or 11,000 blue~whale units. The Netherlands scientists,
although agreeing with their colleagues on some points,
are of the opinion thet there is not surfficient evidesnce
to show that the basis of the calculations is safe and
sound, that it ig absolutely necessary to teke such an im-
vortant step.

They therefore believe that no advice can be given at
the moment about changing the present number of blue-whale
units that may be taken in the Antarotic: that is the reason
why the Netherlands delegation will not agres with the
whole. of the szmendment proposed by the South African
delegation. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Mr., Drost. Are there
any further observations that you would like to meke?
‘The amendment has been proposed and seconded.

Mr. ¥, H. CORNER (New Zealand): Mr. Chairman,
I would like to Dropose,as an amendment to the proposal that
has been put forward by the South African Commissioner, the
following change to Baragraph 8(a): after the words *1L, 500
blue-whale units” in the South African proposal, add the
following: "provided further that in the season 1957-58 the
number of baleen whales to be taken as aforesaid shall not
exceed 14,000 blue-whale units', This would involve the
Tollowing conmseguential change in Paragraph 8(c): after the
words "1956-57""in the South African proposal, add the words:
"and 12,500 in the season 957-58",

In proposing these amendments I have two cobjects in
mind; first to give effect to the recommendaticns of the
Scientific Committee that there should be a small cut this
year and a more substantial cut later,

/It is true fhat the reduction proposed. ..
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It is true that the reduction proposed in ry smendment to the

"South African prowosal for the year 1957/1$58 can hardly be

¢called substantial, The reduction proposed by the South

Africen Commissioner from 15,000 to 14,500 would represent an
almost derisory cut, in view of the situation described by the
Scientific Committece, of about 3.3%, and the further reduction
that I am preposing, not %o take effect uniil 1557/1558, would

be & cut of only another 3.L.5%. I realize that these percentages
are significant in terms of the industry and the awcunt of money
invested in the industry, but nevertheless, in terms of the stock
and the recommendations of the Scientific Committee they are very
small reductions indeed.

Fevertheless, though this further cut that I am proposing
cen hardly be called substantial, it is at lsast =z compromise
put forward in the hope of securing some movement in the
direction recommended so strongly and so urgently to us by the
sclientists.

I am moved te remark, in counsxion with the secientists thats,
in his most excelilent statement witii most of which I agree
wholeheartedly, the United Kingdom Commissioner referred to two
schools; T think indeed there is one =chool represented by the
majority of the members of the Scientific Commitiee, but I am not
sure that the other school, consisting as I believe it does of
one person, can exzctly be put on the same plane and called
another school. I was going to describe the whole thing in
terms of different types of whales, but I think it is better
not to do so!

My second object in preposing tiis amendnent is to meet
the arguments advanced by the United Kingdom Commissioner
amongst others on bhehalf of the whaling industry, that notice
of reductlons should be given in ample time to enable <he
industry to make its dispesitions well in advoncs. The limit
of 14,000 which I am proposing for the season 1557/1958 need
not be regarded as final; there will be ancther Meeting before
this amendment would come into effect, and it mey be that the
evidence next year will convince Commissioners that an increase
is justified, or that a more substantial cut should be made.
But it will be within the power of the Commission next vear to
alter the figure in an upward or a dovwnvard directiion as may be
indicated by the situation revealed to the Commission at that
time, But at least to accept this reduction now wcould be to
act on the evidence at present put before us and tc give the
industry time to consider its dispositions.

It has just been indicated that the Nethsrlands Government
will object, as indeed it already hes done, to any limit lower
than 15,000 units. 1 haope we may take this as not a final

word and that the Netherlands Government, which in other

international mattersis usually sco resnonsive to international
opinion, and indeed so often leads ift, will be influenced by

. the great weight of opinion expressed in this Commisslicn in

favour of adegquate measures of conservation. There is great
evidence that a crisis caused by over-killing faces the
whaling industry, and 1if that crisis were to eventuate

it would surely lie heavily cn the conscience of any nation
which, by its single action taken in opposition to all its
partners in an international body, caused the diesipation of
a mighty staore of ealth.

It has at various times been stated by one or more
Delegates that, because his particular country is not
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specifically engaged in intarctic whaling, he does not feel it
proper to discuss or vote upon actual catch limits to be
imposed on the industry in general, and that the adjustment orf
limits should be left %o thosc countries actually actively
concerned in whaling at any warticular time, I vould wish to
point out in this connexion that one should keep in mind that
the stocks of whales are, as it were, a general trust, and that
no country is free 4o neglect this consideration, nor is this
Commission free to neglect it in its delibsrations and in the
limits which it is setting,

The CHATRMAN: Thank you, Mr. Corner. Is there a
seconder tc this amendment to the proposal made by Dr. Marchand,
that is the amendment proposed by Mr. Corner? That is
seconded by Mr. Fraser of Canada, ’

Dr. A. Remington KELLOGG {United States): We will
agree that whales are a world resource and not the proverty of
any one individual nation or groun of nations, and therefore it
1s the responsibility of all members of this Commission, as the’
representatives of their own Governments, to keep that in mind.

Mr. G, JAHN (Norway): I cannot vote for a fixed
reduction now for the season 1957/1558, We do not know what
the situation may be, It may be that we shall make a Further
reduction, but I do not think it is wise at this moment to fix
anything for a season three yecars ahead.

Dr. A. Remington KELLOGG (United States): On the
other hand, Mr. Chairman, there is ali;ays an opportunity next
year to review the decisions of thig year,

Mr. R.G,R. WALL (United Kingdom): On Mr. Corner's
amendment my nosition is very much that of Hr, Jahn of Norway.
I would only add that the danger ls that if we Ffix a figure
now for 1957/1958 we might, as Mr, Corner said, change the
figure agsin at our next Meeting before we finally decided it
and the figure took erffect, Thet is just the kind of thing
which nlaces us in some difficulty. Rather than fix a figure
which may subsequently be changed, I viould rather myself take
the first of the two evils and leave the matter over until our
next Meeting in June 1957 and take a decision then. We might
keep these levels in. mind for the rresent and wait to see what
further information there may then be, As you know, Mr.
Chairman, we would have liked a meeting at another time, but
it does put us in =a difficalty to have a figure now that may
be changed; it is not something that is very acceptable to
t. ose with whaling industries,

The CHAIRMAN: Are there any further comments?
If not I will take it that we can take a poll on the amendment
which you have before you and which has been read by Mr. Corner.
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Mr. A, KODAKI (Japan): We always go round that way,
I think sometimes you should come round this way.

The SECRETAEY: I have been direcied by the Chairman
to take a poll on Mr. Corner’s amendément, but I feel that as
Secretary if I thought there vwas anything wrong you would blame
me 1f I did not mention it. I dc not want to interfers with
anything that was settled at the Meesting of the Ccmmissioners,
because T believe 1t was a private meeting and that is why I
did not attend, and I believe that our legal adviser was there,
50 please be perfectly happy, but I suggest - then I will poll,
but T would like %o have tlhils on record, snd Mr. Corner has
been very kind in having a vword with me about this -~ that as we
shall ultimately be moving Dr. Marchand's prcposal in two parts,
Mr. Corner's suggestion is an addendum and not an amendment.

Howvever, having made my point, the position is that Pr.

Marchand hzs moved, and Mr..VWall has seconded, the amendment
shown in the single sheet headed, "Propecsals to be made by the
South African Commissioner." It is desired that that should
be put in two parts. To that an amendment hss heen moved by
Mr., Corner of New Zealand and seconded by Mr. Fraser of Canada
that the words should be inserted which are shown on the second
sheet which is put forward by the New Zealand Commissioner,
I will take that first, and T ask you to vete ‘yes' or 'no’,
The amendment put forward by the New Zealand Commissionsr of
course involves consequentials as well, I will go round the
other way at the request of the Japanese Commissioner.

United Xingdom - No

United States Yes
U.8.8.R. Abstain
Sweden No .
South Africa Yes

Panama Not present
Norway No

New Zealand Yes
Netherlands No

Mexice Not present
Japan - No

Teceland - Abstain
France -~ Yes
Denmark - Abstain
Canada - Yes

Brazil - Not present
Augtralia ~ No

Now Gentlemen, following the Rules of Procedure, we have
to have a three-guarters majority, a three-fourths majority,
of those wresent and voting eilther 'yes' or 'no!'. So I declare
5 for and 6 against, so clearly that has not sttrzcted a three-
guarters majority. There were three abhstentions, and they count
in the total number. I declare that amendment lost.

Noﬁ Gentlemen, I would agk you 1o address yourselves to

Dr. Marchand's substantive motion in two parts. Do you wish me
to read this, Dr. Marchand has read it?

Mr. G. JAHN (Norway): Yes please.
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The SECRETARY: Paragraph 8 (a)

"Delete all words after "units" in the fourth line
and subsiitute for them the following "in any one season,
provided that in the season 1956/1957 the nunmber of balsen
whales taken as aforesaid shall not exceed fourteen thousand
five hundred hlue whzle units".

That T take in two poriions and I will not bother sbout the
consequential parts for the moment. The first part is that
you omit all words after "units'" in the Tourth line and
substitute for them "in any one season,--" Perhaps I should
not be exceeding my duty if I reminded the Commission th@t that,
of course, will gsolve the itrouble of the countries who might

be left without any limit at all.

Are you ready to vote on that?

United Kingdom - Yes

United States ~ Yes
J.8.8.R. - Yes
Sweden = Yes
South Africa - Yes
Panama - Not present
Norway ~ Yes
New Zealand - Yes
Netherlands - Yes
Mexico * = Not present
Japan - Yes
Iceland - - Yes
France - Yes
Denmark -~ Yes
Canada - Yes
Bragil - Not present
Australia - Yes.

Gentlemen, that is unanimous on the part of all those who
are present and voting 'yes' or 'no'.,

May I then ask you at the same time to take the first leg
of this in the consequential paragraph 8 (c)}? That means that
you delete the words "in the season 1955~56 and 13,000 thercaftep"
You omit those words in the sixth and seventh lines, that is
consequential and; with your permission, I will take that as
accepted as part of the other amendment. You do not want me to
poll again, is that agreed?

I will now put the secord part of the proposition by Dr.
Marchand., .

After "in any one season" you add the words in 8 (&)
"provided that in the season 1956/57 the number of baleen whales
taken as aforesaid shall not exceed fourteen thousand five
hundred blue whale units".

Now Gentlemen, I propose to poll that.

United Kingdom - Yes
United States - Yes

U.8.38.R, - Yes
Sweden - Yes
South Africa - Yes
Panama —- Not present

Norway - Yes
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New Zealand Yes
Netherlands No

Mexico Not present
J apan Abstain
Tceland Abstain
PFrance Yes
Denmark Yes

Canada Yes

Brazil Not present
Augtralia Yesg,

Gentlemen, fourteen Commissioners are present and voting
either for or against and of these there are eleven —-- Mr. Jahn,
I think that is three~guartcrs, is it, of focurteen? -- so I
declare thab carried,

Now I come to the consequential on that portion, and the
consequential is in the.sixth line of 8 (e¢) between "13,500"
and the word "notification™ in the seventh line insert the
words "(but 13,000 in the season 1956-1957,)". May I again take
it thet you will accent that without a poll? Gentlemen, I
declare Dr. HMarchand's proposal on this subject as carried by
the necessary majority, and it will be entered for the DRrnose
of our correspondence with contracting Govermments as two
amendments.

Dr, A. Remington KiLIOGG {United States): Can T
clarify one woint? Including those whe abstained,eleven
voted, yes; how many voted no?

The SECRETARY: There was only one 'no', Dr.Kellogg.

Dr, A. Remington KELLOGG (United States): And
two abstentions?

The SECRETARY: Two abstentions and one 'no', =0
eleven veted 'yes!?.

Dr. A. Remington KELLOGG (United States): It has
been our practice in the past not to count abstentions 1n
determining the three-guarter majority.

The SECRETARY: I do not think it matters, Dre
Kel}ogg,ilf I may say so; but it does say here "casting
affirmative or negative vote", Anyhow we have it, -

_ Dr. A, Remington XELLOGG (United States):r It was
Just a point of information, '
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The SECRETARY: Thank you, Dr. Kellogg, I am
grateful to you.

Mr. R. G. R. WALL (United Kingdom): I just want to
be very sure that we are not putting ourseives in any difficulty
by not taking 2 formal pell on the last consequential amendmentAnd
You see, if we have no vote on the consequential amendment if
any country wishes to object to thesetwo proposals ought it not
4o have voited 'yes' or 'no' meforehand? Should we not go round
and take a formal voie cn each consequential? On the second
one, at least?

The CHAIRMAN: Then we also have to do it on the
first one. We shall have to be very formal indeed and do it
twice, May we take two conseguentisl votes egain and we do it
on the two parts of the amendment which we have just hed under
discussion and votel upon., May I ask your atiention for our
Secretary pleasse.

The SECRETARY: I am going to poll the Commission on
the TFirst conseguential in 8 (¢

"Delste the words "in the season 1955-56 and 13,000
thereafter"in the sixth and seventh lines.

United Kingdom -~ Yes

United States - Yes

U.S.8. R, - Yes

Sweden - Yes

South Africa - Yes

Panama ~ Not present
Horway - Yes

New Zealand - Yes
Netherlands - Yes -
Mexico - Not present
Japan - Yes
TIceland - Abstain
France - Yes
Denmark - Yes

Canada - Yes

Brazil - Not present
Augtralia - Yes

That is all right. Thirteen for, -

Now I will take the consequentizl to the second part of
Dr. Marchand's propesal which is:

Between "13,500" in the sixth line and "notification"
in the seventh line 1nsert the words “{but 13,000 in the
season 1956-1957, )"

United Kingdom - Yes
United States - Yes
U.8.8. R - Yes
Bweden - Yes
South Africs - Yes

Panama

Not preSent
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Norway - Yes
New Zealand - Yes
Hetherlands - No

Mexico - Not present
Japan - Abstain
Tceland — Abstain
France - Yes
Denmark - Yes

Canada - Yes .
Brazil ~ Not present
Australia - Yes

That is elevén, so that is carried.

The CHATRMAN: Gentlemen,would you like to adjourn
for a moment for tea.

(Tea Break)
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The CHAIRMAN: Will the meeting please come to
order,

We have still some open spaces in the fgenda which we
have to seitle, and I should like to deal now with the
acceptance of the Report of the Scientific Committee, under
Item 18 of the Agenda. This Report has already
been proposed for acceptance, I believe; may I call upon
the Chairman of the Scientific Committee?

Dr. N. A. MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom): #r.
Chairman, I am very glad to move that the Report of the
Seientific Committee be accepted.

The CHAIRMAN: Thank you very much, DPr., Mackintosh.

Is there a seconder for the proposal to be zcecepted?
Mr. H. S. DROST (Netherlands): I second.

The CHAIRMAN: Mr, Drost of the Netherlands is
seconding this Report of the Scientific Committee. ALre
there any observations? No further comments? I take it
that it is accepted unanimously? Thank you.

Shall we act in the same way with the Report of the
Technical Committee? May I request the Chairman of the Technical
Conmittee, 1 £ he is willing, to propcse the Report of his
Committee be sccepted by the Commission? I call upon Mr. Wgll
of the United Kingdom.

Mr, R. G, R. WALL (United Xingdom): May I first of all
be quite clear whether that will mean in effect that the Commission
accepts the recommendations in this Report which we have not
gpecifically discussed? There is, for example, what the Committes
says about the collection of wax plugs. That is all wrapped up,
is it%

The CHAIRMAN: Yes,

Mr., R. G. R. WALL (United Kingdom):  Then I beg to
move.,

The CHAIRMAN: It is moved to accept the Report of the
Technleal Committee,
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Mr. G. JAEN (Norway): I will second,

The CHAIRMAN: It is seconded by Mr. dahn of
Norway., are there any observations? Ifnone, I take it that
this is also unanimously accepted by the Commission, and I
would like to express my thanks to poth Chairmen for the
excellent way they have deslt with the broblems and put down
the results of the discussions in the Reports, Thank you
vary much.

Then we have not yet dealt with Ttem 21, "Draft (to be
circulated later)Severt: innual Report for approval®, and T
call upon our Secretary to give further explanation as to what
has passed since. '

The SBECRETARY: Mr, Chairman, you were kind enough
to allow me %o say a word on this, and also Dr, Kellogg, who
is Chuirmen ol the Committee that was set up to look st this,
In his remarks yesterday, Dr. Xellogg told you what was
proposed in respsci of Puture ilssues of this Report, and I
do not think I nzed so over those points, they are in the
Plenary Session of yesterday, but in the meantims I would
remind you thut Lr. Ksllogz @did say at the end that as regards
the draft Repert now before the Commission,the Commnittee f£ind
it impossitie et the present Juncture to produce a new draft,
but they nave endeavoured to improve by verbal and other
amendmentis the existing draft. The Committee have not
completed their work in this connection and will report
later. I am now able to report to you there has been
cireulated Decoumert IV revise which is a revise of the original
‘Report, which was cent %o you as Document IV on about the
2nd or 3rd Jure and I have nad o observations on that Report,
Mr. Vangstein has filled in my Tigures, but you will remember
the British Commissioner raised at the first Plenary the whole
guestion of the remodelling of this Report.

With the aid cf the Committee this revise has been prepared.
I have never liked this Beport, and I feel guilty that it is
rather a cull document, but we now have issued the revised-copy,
which 1s now before you. Wa have shortened it a little, and
we have amended some varesgraphs which haq perhaps to be rather
carefully worcé=zd, There the Report is, srd I await your
instructions.

The CEAIRMAN: Thank you, Mr, Dobson, for this
presentation of the draft now before the Commnission.

Dr, A. Remington KELLOGG (U.S.1. ):- M. Chairman, it
was the considered opinion of this .44 Hoc Comnittee that the new
Report should give some indication of the purpose of the Comaission,
why it was set up and its functions and se forth;: furthermore,
that the important things that were accomplished at the Conference
should come first, so that the Document would be more informative
and would at the same time not be a mere duplication of the
printed Chairman's Report.
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I should also say there will be g Commitiee
of the Chairmen, the Vice-Chairman snd Mr. Corner, who is here
in London to consider the more precise arrangement under the
new formula.

The CHALIRMAN: Are there any more remarks?

Dr. N. 4. MACKINTOSH: I do not know whether you
want to go through this Report in any detail, but there is
ong point that struck me on page 4, paragraph 25 (c), fi
great deal of discussion took place regarding the propcesal
to reduce the 15,500 whale unit limit. The proposal before
the Comnission at its seventh meeting was that a reduction
should be made in two stages, from45,500 to 15,000 from the
season 1955/56, and to 14,500 thereafter. Is not one thing
left out there? There was a propesal before the Commission
that there should be a-more, substantial cut afterwards. I
would not like to urge one Wway or other on this matter, but
I thought I might draw the Gomrission's atiention to the fact
that last year and this year the majority of scientific opinion
was in favour of rather a substantial cut.

The CHATIRMAN: Would you like to add something
gbout this question in this Annual Report? Would you like to
stress this gquestion? Cgagn it be dealt with by making it clear
in the press notice that in the discussion szbout cateh limit
it was evident that even further deduction was under
consideration? Does that meet your view, or would you like
to add something in this Annual Report so that it is quite
evident to the ocutsider that it was an important point in the
discussion of the Scientific Commitiee?

Dr., N. A, MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom): I am & little
inclined to think myself that it should be said, because after
all there are many people who know there are scientists taking
part in this Commission's work, and they may be wondering what
we are doing.

.

The CHAIRMAN: I hope we get the right wording that
will suit you.

The SECRETARY: We could meet Dr. Mackintosh if he
wishes at the end of (¢) to add "it should be mentioned
that the bulk of scientific opinion in the Commission was in
favour of still greater reduction,

Dr. N. A. MACKINTOSH (United Xingdom): That would
meet my point,




The SECRETARY: I will put that in at the end,:

: Mr. R. G. R, WALL (Unitea Kingdom)}: May we assume
that this draft will be editorially corrected where necessary.
I note in baragraph 10 that something reads rather oddly at
the moment, "the seat of the Commission may be located on
London',

The SECRETARY: T am afraid this revise was done
in rather g hurry,

Mr. R, G. R. WALL (United Kingdom): They are
probably typing errors.

The CHAIRMAN: fThat can be settled,

Are there any further remarks, Gentlemen? So you agre
willing to accept this draft Annual Report from the Commission,
providedthat in the eoming years we will have a small Committee
that first will set up a lay-ocut, g Scheme, of how it should
be in the future. We have a report which is fully revised

80 that the.mogt important things are at the beginning of the

The SECRETARY: May I remind you that there is one
point: I hope when you see your new Report you will give as
mich attention asg you can before you come to the Annual Heeting,
because T cannot complete the Report technically until the
glst May, 24.00 hours midnight. and your next meeting is on the 24th
une,

The CHAIRMAN: That item of the Agenda can be disposed
of too, Gentlemen, and although we have already had some business
under Item 23, we berhaps can now tzke the rest of what can be
dealt with under "Any othep business",

I wonder if the representative of 7. 4.0, imight 1ike the
opportunity to address the Commission. We will welcome him as
a director of fisheries alsc interested in whaling.
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Dr. D, B, FINN (F.A.C.): Mr. Chairmean, once
again I must thank you for extending the invitation to cur
organigation to sit through your meetings as an observer,
We have followed the proceedings of this commisr’onsince its
inception, not only because we have a general interest in
food resources and their wide utilisation, i 4t because we
are deeply sensitive to the great diffieculties which face
such a Commission a2s yours where you have to reconcile
cconamic enterprise with the reproductive capacity of the
particular resocurce you are dealing with under intense
competition, I think that anyone who has sat through these
meetings would realise that ‘this problem is going to become
more and more difficult as competition increases and it is
somewhat like a race between the acquisition of the bhioclo-
-gical fact .on which alone wise regulation can be framed and
the deprecation which competition might bring on that parti-
cular stock. This is not only a biological problem - as a
matter of fact, the only justification for biological
interest is the use that man can make of the product - but
the combination of these two different kinds of problems,.
or the reconciliation of one with the other, is the main
difflculty confronting this Commission.

Sitting here as an observer, not only at this meeting
but, as I have seid, since its inception, I have been im-
pressed with first, the accomplishment of bringing together
the countries that are interested in whaling and those that
have potential interests in this Commission. When I look
at your constitution, your charter, I sec that it gives you
many opportunities and I feel that although you are working
towards taking advantage of these opportunities there is
still a very long way to go; I think that a person following
the proceedings and especially, let us say, of the last Ffew
days, could not help but be impressed with the real crux
of the problem and that is the lag in proper biological
information on which your regulations and proposals can be
framed. It seems to me that this is the ecrucial thinz. I
feel that the Commission has many opportunitics to do much
more than it is doing, even to the point of collating,
interpreting and translating if necessary the available
information that is already being developed by the various
countries, No doubt, the Commission already has this in
mind and I certainly hope, as one interested in natural
resources, that such steps would be taken.

I must say - and I think that this had probably better
come rrem me as an individual rather than as the repressn-
tative of an organization - that I was a little survrised to
find that somsthing as. important as a bioclogiarl 1.-uting thinks that
whale marking should be regarded as a matter wlic. i colcfly useful
for removing a surplus of monsy. I think that the lack of
this information, which is most difficult to acouire, weuld
merlt perhaps more attention than the Commissioca has yet
been able to pay it. I think it is not so nmeh that you are
faced with alarming expernse because you have a very co-
operative industry who bears the major share of those expenses;
but I am convinced that the people who sit rourd here will
earnestly take as their most crueial problem the development
of ways of taking advantage of the opportunitics which your
charter gives. I feel that organisations such as ours are
very largaly dependent upon these various commisgions — the
Whaling Commission, the International Commission Tor the
North West Atlantic, the International Commigsion Tor the
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BExploration of the Seca, ete. — and wc have becn developing
contacts and together studying certain problems with these

-various commissions with the idea of fulfilling the task

which our conference has given us of making what perhaps
I could call a running survey of the living acuatic
Iresources.

‘We are undertaking this warticular job in co-operation
with the commissions and I feel that the Whaling Cormission
could assist us greatly in this respect in the sense that
you have,in this body, pretty well a1l the scientists who
are skilled in whaling. It will be ouwr task to call upon
these gentlemen and to develop & measure of co-operation
with them to make synoptic stateronts about the vwhale
specles, one of the most important resources of the sea.

We therefore have as part of cur plan a proposal to
contact the Uommission with the idea of developing
co—operation~with them in this respect.

I think that is all I have to say, Mr, Chairman; I
hope you do not think I have been rather brash in making
the statement that I have, but I feel that it is to all our
interests - and your interests go far beyond those people
who are in the whaling industry and those people wilo are
empleoyed by the whaling industry on shore or on seca. There
is a world-wide interest and I feel that you have a world-
wide responsihility; I am sure you will take notice of thuot
and develop it on those lines,

/The CHATRMAN: Thank you very much for your y
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The CHAIRMAN: Thank you very much for your contribution
to our final discusslons which I take %o be a contribution from
F.A.0, as well ag from yourself,

Is there anybody who wishes to raise anything under the Item,
"Any Other Business"?

Dr.. A, Remington KELLOGG (U.S.5.): I would like to
be accorded the privilege of saying a few words about one of our
colder members, I have heard a rumour that he has now retired and
that this will be his last meeting, I hope it is not true., I
refer to Mr. Erichsen of Denmark who has been a valued member of
this Commission for so many years.

_ The CHAIRMAN: Thank you so much for your kind thoughts
to the delegates,.

Mr.. P,F, ERICHSEN (Denmark): lMay I thank you, Dr, Kellogg,
for the nice words you have sald sbout me, ‘I would like to say that
I have been a member of the Whaling Commission since it started
and since that time many things have been done, * I hope in the
future we may be able to do more for the whaling -industry,.

The CHATIRMAN: Thank you so much, Mp, Erichsen,

Well, Gentlemen, I also would like to address the Commission
on behalf of myself for =z moment, ' T have been invited to take
part in your discussions as an observer of I.C.E.8. I would
like to thank the Cormission for the honour paid to I.,C.E.S.
in allowing me to atiend the deliberations and discussions of
the International Whaling Commissilon,

Is everybody now content? Has everybody had a chance to
say what he has on his mind?

Mr, G. JAHN (Norway): Mr, Chairman, I should like
personally, and on behalf of us all, to thank the United Kingdom
for thelr hospitality and for our stay here in London. To stay
in London with you is always pleasant, even though you can do
nothing with the weather which has not been pleasant,. To come
to London and stay with you and see your countrymen, to come
in touch with the English people, is something which I appreciate
very much, and I think we all do,.

I thank you very much, and I should like to ask you all,
together with me, to express your best wishes for the United
Kingdom and for its future, Thank you,.
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Mr., R.G.R. WALL (United Kingdom): Mr, Chairman, may
I, through you, Sir, thank Mr. Jahn on behalf of Her Majesty's
Government, and all of you, fon firstly the things which Mr, Jahn
has said, and secondly for the very kind way in which he has said
them, and to you all for so genercously agreeing in what he has
said. We are delighted, always, to see the Commission in London
and to help in any way we can, As to the weather, as Mr, Jehn
says, we cannot order the weather here, but what perhaps we
might do another year 1s something we have not been very
suceessful gbout this year, that is telling you a 1little in
advance what sort of weather you are going to have!

Having said that, Sir, may I myself be zllowed to propose
a vote of thanks to you, Sir, for the conduct of the meeting,
and to our Secretary? Alse, I would not forget the staff we
do not see in the room as well as those we 4o see in the room,
those we do not see in the room who do the hard work behind the
scenes, 1 would like to move that we thank them for their
services,

The CHAIRMAN: Thank you all for your kindness to me
as being in the Chair to try to take care of the Agenda Items,
I should not have been able to get through the whole long list
before us if you hzd not supported me in such a fine way. I
would like to thank you again for your willingness to make such
a success of this meeting, as we expected,

I should like to add a special thanks to our Secretary
and his staff, The staff has done such ' )
wonderful work that we should certainly have sat down for a couple
of days if they had net had such a maximum speed in producing
the papers, I do not think we know how much we are indebted %o
the people behind the scenes.

I shall have to stop now, Thank you again. I wish you a
good crossing home, and I hope to meet you, 1if everything goes
all right, in the same place next time. I cannot say the same

date,

Before I declare the meeting closed I would 1ike to ask the
members of the ad hoc Committee to stay Just to look at the press

notice,

The meeting is over. Thank you very much.

(The Conference then closed)



