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INTEENATIONAL WHALING COMMISSTON

FPIFTEENTH MEETTNG

Session of Monday, lst July, 1963 .
In the Chair: Mr, M.N, Sukhoruchenke (U.S.S.R.)

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation); I should like to call the Meeting
to order and to declare the Fifteenth Meeting of the International Whaling
Commission open.

Before commencing the businesc of the Meeting I wish to refer to the sad
loss the Commission has suffered by the sudden death in Februery, 1963 of
the late Chairman, Mr, Clerk, Mr. Clark had been the Commissioner for
Canada since 1971. In 1958 he became Vice-Chairman and Chairman :in 1960.
Throughcut he had been a much respected member of the Commission. Mr, Clark
had done much for the Commission's successful work, His great energy and
his organi=ational abilities had made valucble contributions to the Jommission's
discussions. He was & much liked and respected colleague and a very able
Chairmen. The memory of Mr, Clark will remain in our hearts for long
years to come, I suggest that the Meeting should stand in silence in tribute
to the memory of Mr, Clark,

(The Meeting stood in silent tribute)

We are greatly hcenoured today by the presence of Mr. Brooman-fhite,
Parliamentary Under Sgcretary of State for Scotland, at our Meeting,
I havs great pleasure in inviting Mr., Broomen-White to address the Meeting,

Mr. R.C. BROOMBN-WHITE (Parliamentary Under Sscoretiry of State
for Scotland): T am extremely pleased to be able to come here this morning
in order to welcome you here officially on behalf of Her Majesty's Government.
T understand that you have hed several previous Meetings of this Commission
in London. You ars always welcome here., We are glad to see you now and we
will be please.. to see you at any future time,

We ers all very sad and &ll deeply regret that the Meeting should start
on this unhappy note to which the Chairman has referred of the tragic death-
of Mr, Clark, T know we in Britain epprecieste very much the enormous amount
of work which he did and the great contribution he made in helping to solve
problems of whaling c-mmon to all our countriea. I understand be was in
Tokye engaged in Jvst such a job as that in Felruery when he suddenly
collapsed ard died.

The task of presiding over this Meeting now fells to the Vice~Chairman.
May I take this opportunity of wishing him and you every success at the Mesting.

The whale was once regarded a2s one of the most formidable and awe-
inspiring creatures. Today our intelligence and ingenuity has turned it
into a virtually defenceless and on occasions rather pathetic animal,

It ocourred to me that it only regains its superiority after death, When
the whale is dead it is worth a lot of money. When we are dead from the
commercial point of view we are worth virtually nothing! However, equally
we can have a certain fellow feeling for the whale because the seme technical
ingenuity which has so improved your methods, with the brillience of our
scientists vhen it is applied in the field of armaments as opposed to the
field of whaling has placed us in not inconsiderable danger of exterminating
ourselves, so jerhaps we can at least feel some fellow sympathy for the
unforture te whale,
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Mr. R.C, BROOMAN-HITE (Continued)

In whaling, as in wars, we have found it easier to invent the
meang of destruction than to call on the necessary self-discipline
and devise the necessary internationsal arrangem:nts to keep our power
within reasonable bounds. The task of this Meeting has become
particularly acute, because the steps this Commissicn itself has
taken in recent years to get full information have produced serious
evidence, It seems impossible to defer any longer drastic action to
reduce the toll on whale stocks if anything is to be preserved for the
future,

Obviously, the more drastic the action we take the more serious the
immediate impact on the economic prospects of the whaling fleets of ocur
different countries, but on the other hand, if your action is not drastic
enough, it looks as though the future prospects of whaling will become
negligible or nil. Speaking in general terms, apart from the economio
congiderations, the past traditions, the glamour of whaling, all the
feeling there is about it, the traditions in which my own oountoy of Scotland
has played a considerable role in the pazt, have led the peoples of
countries which have no direct contact with whaling to have personal
feelings which would lead everybody to deplore the extinotion of a species,
or certain branches of a species, which has had such a great role in
history and is of such enormous interest to mankind,

I know everyone in Britain will +rdish you success, and I am sure
the whole world will wish you success in this Conference

I also see from your Agenda that you will be discussing the
International Observer Scheme. I am very glad to learn that last week
the representatives of the Antarctio Whaling Companies reached agreement
on proposals to put before this Commission, I do hope that that is a
good omen for your reaching agreement on the greater issues of
conservation, I really cannot stress too much the importance we attach
to this, and I wish you every success in your deliberations,

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Mr, Brooman-ihite, allow me
on behalf of the International Whaling Commission to express our great
thanks for your kind words and for your wishes of success in the work of
the Commission and in my work as Chairman. I think I shall not err
if' on behalf of everybody present I express our confidence in the
brogress which the Commission will attain in solving sucecessfully the
important problems relating to the conservation of whale stocks and the
rationing of whaling. Thank you very much indeed, Mr. Broeman—hite,
for your kindness and for wishing us success in the work of the Fifteenth
Meeting of the International Hhaling Commission

I would 1like to thank you also for the hospitality which we are
enjoying, the hospitality of this Government,

I should now ask the Press representatives to leave the Conference
room as the Commission's discussisns are held in private. The Commission
will, as usual, issue a statement to the Press at the end of the Meeting.

I should now like to welcome to our Meeting Mr. Gardner, the
Commissioner for the United Kingdom, Mr Gardner, although he was
appointed Commissioner last year, is attending the Commission's
Meeting for the first time this year
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I should also like to welcome Dr, Sprules of Canada to our Meeting.
He has attended Meetings before as an Adviser, but he has now been
appointed Commissioner for Canada, I also welcome Mr. Bogstad of
Denmark and Mr. Bausch of Sweden who are deputising for their
Comissiocners for the first time,

I should also like to welcome to our Meeting representatives of
countries and international orgenisations who are attending the Meeting
as Observers: Dr, Chamman, Chairman of the Committee of Three
Scientists; Mr Holt and Mr, Allen, members of the Committee of
Three Scientists, Mr. Holt also representing FAO; Mr Aglen
representing ICES; Captain Rivera representing Chile;
Commander Pinto Pereria representing Portugal; Mrs. Ramirez and
Mr Aguayo representing the Permanent Commission for the South Pacificg and
Mr, Bettum representing the International Association of Whaling
Companies,

/The Secretary to the Commission ..,.. .
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The CHAIRAAN (Continued)

The Secretary to the Commission has also informed me that the
International Society for the Protection of Animals has requested him to
place befere the Commission a formal request for a representative of the
Society to be admitted to the Fifteenth Annual Meeting of the International
7haling Commission as an observer,

I shall now ask Mr, Timpenny to give the Meeting additional information
on this matter,

The SECRETARY: I think the best way I can deal with this subject
is to reed to you the rather short letter I have received from the Internationes
Society for the Protection of Animals,

"Dear Sir,

"The Directors of this internat.onal organization
have noted vith considerable interest the exchange
in the House of Commons, concerning the whaling
quotes,on the 6th May, and have noted that your
Commission is to meet from approximately the lst to
5th July, to consider this matter,

"In view of the world-wide concern on this guestion
by this Society and its members I should be most
grateful if you would place before the Commission
the formal request of the International Society for
the Protection of Animals to admit its representative
as an observer at its deliberations,

"May I say my Directors sincerely trust that this will
be possible under the Comnission's rules of jrocedure?

Yours faithfully,

Basil P, Bowell, M,B.E,
Firat Vice-President,"

I replied to that letter by saying that I would bring their request to
the attention of the Commission and, immediately a decision was reached, I
would let them know by telephone so that, in case it was favourable, their
repregentative could attend our Meetings as an cbserver,

I would only add that I see no particular ohjection to a representative
of this Society attending from the point of view of protocol; nor, indeed,
do I think it would be objectionable on any other grounds,

I should be glad, having said those words, to have the decision of the
Meeting,

The CHAIXAN (Interpretation): I should like to thank
br, ¥impenny for his explanation and to obtain the views of the Commission
on this epplication, I do not think there is any objection to this, but
it depends, of course, on what the Commission would wish. Are there any
objections? (Agreed)

‘e now have to consider the Agenda and the arrangements for the iiceting,
I will first ask the Secretary to take a roll call of Delepates and to make
announcements about the distribution of Conference documents and general
arrangements for the keeting,
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(The roll call was taken, the names of the Comnmissioners
and their experts being recorded in a conference document,)

The CHATZMAN (Interpretation): The hgenda is before the Commission.
It will be remenbered that points luavolving amendments to the Schedule and
recommendations under Article 6 of the Convention cannot be proposed at the
Meeting unless already provided for on the Agenda, Items not affecting the
Schedule or Article 6 of the Convention can be added at the kiceting, or the
order of the items can be changed. As Delegates know, they can also adopt
the Agenda without any changes at all,

I should now like to hear your views on the Agenda,

/Dr, 7M., SPRUL&S (Canada) .....
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Dr. W.M, SPRULES (Canada): I am pleased to move the adoption
of the Agende as circulated.

Mr, C.G. SETTER (Australia): I second that.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretstion): The proposel is that the Agenda
be adopted.  Is that agreed? {Agreed)

Before we go on to Item 3, the Secretary would like to say a few words to
the Commission.

(The Secretary then made announcements regarding the distribution
of documents, accommodation and general Confercnce arrancements)

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): I should now like to ask you to
nominate your members first to the Scientific Committee and then to the
Technical Committee. I will call on the Secretary to determine the
membership of the Scientific Committee.

The SIZCRTTALY: I will ask for nominations for the Secientific
Committee.

Auatralis Dr, G.L, Kesteven
Canada Mr., G.C, Pike
Dr, W.E. Ricker
Denmark No member
France No member
Iceland No member
Japan ' Dr, H. Coura
Mr, T. Doi
Mr. Y, Nomura
Netherlands Prof, E.J. Slijper
New Zealand No member
Norway Prof. J.T. Ruud
South Africa No member
Sweden No member
U.5.8.R, Dr. V.A, Arseniev
U.S.A, Dr, A.R, Kellogg
) ¥r, D.W, Rice
Unlited Kingdom Dr, N,A. Hackintosh
Mr, J.L. Bannister
Mr., S.G. Brown
Mr., J.A, Gulland

The CHATRMAN (Inierpretetion): Those are the members of the
Scientific Committee,

I will now call on the SBecrztary to determine the membership of
the Technicel Committee.
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In respect of the Technical Commitiee I think it

would be sufficient if we take Jjust the names of the Commissioners. We

understand that they are assisted by advisers,

T will call out in

alphabetical order the countries which wish to be represented on the

Technical Commities.
Argenting No member
Australia Mr. C.G. Setter and advisers
Canada Dr. W.M. Sprules
Denmark Mr, J.CG, Bogstad
PFrance Not present
Iceland H.E, ¥r, H, 3v. Bjornsson
Japan Mr, I, Fujita
Mexico Not present
Netherlands Mr, J.G. de Wit
Norway Mr, G. Sjaastad

South Africa
Sweden
U.S.8.R.

U.S, A,

United Kingdom

Mr. W.A. Horrocks as observer
No member

Capt. A.N. Bolyanik

Dr, J.L, McHugh

Mr. H., Gardner

That, Mr, Chairman, constitutes the Technical Committee.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): It is usual for the Chairman to
nominate five Commissioners for the Finance and Adminisiration Committee.
I shall do it more quickly than the Secretary! The Finance and
Agministration Committee will consist of five Commissioners. I would like
to suggest the following representatives as members of this Committee:
Mr, G. Sjaastad, Norway; Mr, R.J., Jermyn, New Zealand; Mr, H, Gardner,
United Kingdom; H.E. Mr. H. Sv. Bjornsson, Icelend; and Dr, A.R. Kelloge,
U.8.4A,

H,E, Mr, H, Sv., BJORNSION (Iceland): I shall be greatly honoured
to serve on the Finance Committee on the understanding that when necessary
I can be represented by Mr. Benedikz.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): I think we can agree to this,
If there are no objections that constitutes the Pinance and Administration
Committee,  (Agreed)

We have covered three very important Ifems of the Agenda already. We are
moving so quickly that T feel there is a danger of our finishing the Mesting
today!

On Ttem 4, Finance and Agministration, the Sgeretary says that it will
be tha Auty of the Finemoe and Administration Cemmittee to consider the
Scientific Committee's Report. I do not think there are any objections
te referring the Beientific Committee's Report to the Finance and Administratic
Committee, Item 4 of the Agenda, Finance and Administration, will he
referred then to the Pinance and Administration Committee., Have you any
objections to this? (Agreed)
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The CHATRMAN (Continued)

Item 5 of the Agenda, The International Observer Scheme.
Representatives of the five countries concemed have already attained
great progress on this matier. It might be preferable for this matiter
to be considered further in the Technical Committee before considering
it in the Plenary Session, Are there any views on this matter?

The document has not yet been completed, therefore the only thing we
can do at the present moment 1s to refer it to the Technical Committee
as soon as it is ready. Are there any objections to this? (Agreed)

I will ask you to skip items 6, 7, 8 and 9 and to concentrate on
item 10, Size Limits for Sperm Yhales, At the last Meeting, the
Commission asked for further scientific studies to be made on sperm
whales. The Commission asked the contracting governments to submit,
before the Fifteenth Meeting, any reasons they saw for a reduction in
the minimum length of sperm whales, I would like to draw your
attention to the fact that the scientiftic studies will be covered by
the reports of the Phaling Group on North Pacific Stocks and the
Scilentific Committes I suggest that the Technical Committee be
asked to consider the cuestion of size limits for sperm whales in the
light of the scientific evidence or economic evidence which might be
submitted,

I would ask Commission members fo present their views on this,

Mr, C.G. SETTER (Australia): I suggest that this item
should also be referred to the Scientific Committee

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Are there any other proposals?
My, Setter suggests that this item should be referred both to the
Technical Committee and to the Scientific Committee, but the document
has already been discussed by the Scientific Committes. Is it agreed
that the document should be referred to the Technical Committee? (Agreed)

We come now to item 11, North Pacific Whale Stecks., The Jorking
Group on this, composedd representatives of Canada, Japan, USA and the
Soviet Union, was set up at the last Meeting. The Group met in Seattle
in December 1962 and also in June 1963 before the Commission's Meeting.
The Report of the Working Group has already been circulated, I suggest
that any recommendations arising Crom the Report by the "Yorking Group
should be referred 4o the Technical Committee, Are there any objesbions
to any action arising from the Report by the Working Group being
referred to the Technical Committee?  The Report of the Forking Group
has been attached to the Revort of the Scientific Committee. As far
as I understand, there are no cobjections bto this, IFf not, then it is
considered to be agreed upon. (Agreed)

We come now to item 12, Infractions, It is usual o refer this
item to the Technical Committee. Are there any cther proposals? If
not, it is accepted and we refer item 12 to the Technical Committee

(Agreed)

Item 13, Report of the Technical Comittee The Report will be
considered after it has been prepared by the Committee, and we will
consider it at our last Plenary Session.

Ttem 14, Report of the Finance and Administration Committee. It
seems that this Report will also be considered at the last plenary meeting
after it has been prepared,
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I suggest that we skip item 15 and thet we come to item 16,
Amendments of the Schedule,  2mendments of the Schedule will also be
considered after it has been considered by the Technical Comittee. If
there are no objections, then we will refer it to the Technical Committee
first. (Agreed) )

Item 17, Blection of Chairman and Vice-Chairman for a period ef
three years, We will consider thig sad question at the last plenary
meeting, Are there any objections? If not, it is agreed (Agreed)

Ttems 18, 19 and 20 will also be considered at the last plenary
meeting, Any objections? (Agreed)

Tou will see that we have finished the Agenda, and I was right in
saying we were going to finish today,

I would like you now %o concentrate on item 6 on the Agenda,
Review of the previous season's catches, I will ask Mr Vangstein
to give the usuval review of the previous year's catch,

Mr, E, VANGSTEIN: We are unable this time to present
complete statistics respecting the last Antarctic season. Thig is due
to the circumstance that we have not received the necessary particulars
from one of the expeditions which engaged in whaling operations in the
‘season 1962/63, Horever, we have received a statement on the number
of whales captured and the production of oil, What ¥e lack are the
details about each whale, such as the areas where caught, length,
sex and so on. All the tables and surveys of the number of whales
captured and the production of 0il are complete, but the tables
covering the distribution of the catch between the different areas,
the average size, etc,, comprise only sixteen of bhe expeditions,
Regarding seven of the seventeen expeditions which participated last
season, we did not get the catch statistics Defore 3rd June Although
we use modern machines, we need a certain amount of time to elaborate
and write out the different tables and surveys. I must therefore, as
so many times sarlier, urge the representatives of the governments to
see that the statistics from the expeditions are sent in as soon as it
is possible Some countries are also very slow in sending the necessary
inforration about the catch on grounds outside the Antarctic, We 4id
not get the last statements until May of this year, and these related
to the catch which was concluded six months earlier, From the three
land stations in Peru we have, after much urging, received & statement
of the number of sperm whales taken, but wunfortunately no particulars
regarding each captured -vhale,

We have prepared a provisional edition of International Whaling
Statistics No. 51, which comprises the catch outside the Antarctic in
the calendar year 1962, Whaling outside the Antarctic in 1962 was
undertaken approximately io the same extent as in the previous year, and
I would refer you to the aforementioned statistics for further particulars

In the operations in the Antarctic, seventeen expeditions tcok part
in the season 1962/1963, that is o say four expeditions less than in
the previous season. Norwegian companies sold two factory ships for
bresking up in the summer of 1962, One Norwegian factory ship was not
sent out on account of the very low prices for whale oil in the suwmer
and autumn of 1962, Finally, a British factory ship was sold to Japan
for delivery aft:r the season 1961/62., This did not participate in the
operations of 1962/63.
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Before the Meeting of the Commission in 1962, the five pelagic
countries signed the so-called quota agreement, which holds good until
and including the season 1965/66. Whaling last season was carried out

in conformity with this agreement This means that the reintroduced
maximum cateh of 15,000 units was apportioned between the participating
countries according to agreed rules The total catch was 11,300 units,

and it was only the Japanese expeditions which obtained their quota,
namely 6, 15C units, Por the first time since whaling was undertaken
in the Antarctic, no whaling was carried out from stations in South
Georgia, The pelagic catch is therefore also the total Antarctic
catch, Last season's Anterctic catch is the lowest season catch
since 1927/28. Here I leave cut of account the war seasons, the first
post-~war season and the lay-up season 1931/32, Last season, about
4,000 blue whale units fewer were taken than in the previous season,
representing a decline of about 26%. The whaling fleet was, however,
reduced by four factory ships and sixty catching boats. In addition,
one Norwegian expedition had to cease operations after 50 days' hunting
on account of a breakdown.

/The average catch per catcher .....
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ir, E. VANGSTEIN (Continued)

The average catch per catcher day amounted te 0,50 blue whale units,
This is the same average catch as in aeason 1961/1962, However, the
factory ships used fewer and more powerful catching boats, which under
othervise equal conditions ought To have yielded a somewhai higher catch
per catching boat per day, Since the average catch did not increase, this
would indicate somewhat pocrer whaling conditions last season in comparison
with season 1961/1962, One of the causes of the low catch is, hovever, as
already mentioned, the smaller number of factory ships and catching boats
engaged, But this reasoning cannot be used vhen one compares the catch last
season with the catch in the seasons prior to 1961/1962, 1In most of the
seasons after the war the average caich per catching boat per day varied
between 0,90 and about one blue whale unit, but as from season 1959/1960 there
has been a marked fall in the catch results,

The baleen whaling season 1953/%95& lasted 76 days, and 17 factory ships,
employing 206 catching boats, obtained 15,456 blue whale units, In 141 days
last season the catch amounted to 11,300 blue whale units, and the same number
of factory ships with approximately the same number of catchers as in
1953/1954. was operating, There was thus a decline in the total catch of
about 26 per cent, in spite of the fact that the catching periocd was increased
by 50 per cent,

In conjunction with reports of weak catches we often received reports of
unfavourable weather conditions, T1lth respect to the Norwegian expediiions
we have examined the reports concerning wind and sea conditions last season,
It appsars that the conditions were somewhat better than in the preceding
season, On the other hand the #ind and sea conditions were somevhat less
favourable than in the seasonszwaund1956/195?, This is probably due to the
fact that the expeditions today operate considerably further north than
previously, ~here there is usually less favourable weather, Until a few
seasons ago there was no record of any considerable catch north of 500 south,
In recent seasons there has, however, occurred a remarkable change, In
1961/1962 season the catch in the said area amounted to about 2000 baleen
whales, Last season, on_the other hand, there were taken about 580C baleen
wheles between 40° and 50° south,

The chief whaling ground was between 20° west and 50° east, In these
70 degrees no less than 75 per cent of the total agumber of blue whale units
was taken, The remaining 25 per ceat came from the area comprised in the
other 290 degrees, The average size of the blue whales decreased by a good
two feet to 73 feet, In area ITL, vwhere 741 Dlue “hales were taken, the
average size was 71,2 feet -- that is to say, only 1.2 feet over the stipulated
minimum size. The average size of the other species was, generally speaking,
almost the same as in the immediately preceding seasons, '

In conclusion, I may meantion that owing to the late sending in of
statements from some of the companies, we have had to omit some of the surveys
which it is our custom to present, For the same reason it has been impossible
to make more detalled comments on last season's whaling in the Antarctic,

For further information I will refer you to the statistics we have worked out

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): I should like to thank Iir, Vangstein
for a very interesting review, Are there any questiona or remarks on this
matter? I understand that so far there are neither guestions nor remarks,

I would suggest that we take this review for the iaformation of the Commission
and ask the Tschnical Commitfee to consider this matter at their meetings,

(Agreed)

{The Conference adjourned at 11,20 a,m,
and reconvened at 12,00 noon, )
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The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): +e now come to item 7 on the
Agenda, Report of the Scientific Committee, and I will invite the Chairman
of the Scientific Committee, Dr. kackintosh, to comment on the Report,

Dr, M. A, HACKIYViOSH (United Kingdoin): I imagine you ~rould like me
at this stage only to say a word or t o about the principal joints in the
renort, I would supgest that they are the resolution on page 4, paragrach
10, in vwhich e supovt the findings of the Committse of Three, and the
emphasis e have put, in sages 6 to 9,0n the importance of extending the
stock asgessments in the future. In yaragraph 27 =e supgest that the Food
and Agriculture Organization might be invited to help in continuing and
extending the work of the Committee of Three and all stock assessments of
that type in respect of future whaling seasons,

e also regcard as of some importance the work of the Horth Pacific
Group mentioned in Jaragraph 17, because whaling in the North Pacific is a
growing industry and, clearly, research on the North Pacific stocks is very
important and will become more so, e feel that the ressarch on those
stocks might well be brought into the general stock assessments treated in
the way in which they have been treaed by the Commiittee of Three.

There are a number of smaller points which will no doubt come up in the
course of the Lieeting for approval or congideration, but I think those three
points are the most imjortant,

Perheps I could just say, in regard to the position of the Antarctic
stocks, that the Zcientific Committee has, during a series of meetings,
worked with the Committee of Three. e have guestioned them, we have asked
about the methods of caleulation, we have done our best to pick heles in the
calculations, and the outcome is that -e feel convinced that these caleu-
lations are the best that can be done at the present time,

I think perhaps no one can arguc about the position of the stock of

blue whales; blue vhales are in real danger of extinction, 7e feel that
with humpbacks the only poss.ble method of conservation is total protection
in the southern hemisphere, For fin whales I can only refer to the findings

of the Committee of Three and the supzlement to their Report which elaborates
those findings in further detail, The Scientifiec Committee recommends that
the blue whale unit limit should be replaced by quotas for species,

I think that is 211 I need say at this stage, T take it that all these
findings will perhaps be referred to the Technical Committee, )

The CHATRIIAN (Interpretation): I swould ask whether any
Commissioners wish to comment on the Report of the Scientific Committee at
this stage, or vhether they would prefer to do so after the Renort has been
considered by the Technical Committee. I understand that at this stage
there are neither questions nor comments and, if that is so, I will ask
Dr, Mackintosh to give a more detailed revie: cf this Report to the
Technical GCommittee, Ye shall then consider this 2eport at our next
Plenary Session, Are you in favour of this proposal? (Agreed)

Dr, N.A, MACKIMTOSH (United Kingdom): I should like to 2dd one
point which I think I did not make quite clear, but I do not think it affects
the position, The supylementary Rejort of the Committee of Three was
received by us at a rather late stage of our meeting last week and we did
not have time to examine it in detail, However, I think that in accepting
the findings of the main Report we are, in effect, accepting the {indings
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of this Xeport, because they are based upon the same calculations,

The CHAIRUAN (Interpretation): I should like to thank
Dr, Hackintosh for this additional important information,

If there are no objections we will refer this item to the Technical
Comnittee,  (Agreed)

Item 8 of the Agenda is, Special Investigations of the Anterctic %hale
Stocks. The Second Interim Report of the Committee of Three, the Zeport of
the Joint niseting in 3eatile in Decembsr, 1962, of the Committee of Three and
the Scientific Committee, and the Report of the Seisntific Sub-Committee
Meeting in London in April, 1963, have been circulated to contracting
Governments end commissioners, The F.nal Report of the Committee of Three
was eirculated at the beginning of the Meeting, I think it would be
advisable if we were to invite Dr, Chapman to address the Commission and to
-give us a review of the Report of the Comuittee of Three,

Dr. D.G, CHAPUAN (Commitiee of Three Scientists): As the Chairman
hes said, the Interim Report of the Committee of Three has been before you for
sonte months, I regret that there has been less time for you to study the
Final Report and the Supplementary Re;ort which have just appeared this
morning in their finel form,

The recommendations of the Committee of Three based upon information
which was sut before the Committee are swmmarized on page 2 of the Final
fLeport with some amplification in cur Supplementary Report, The amplifi-
catlion in the Supplementary Rejort gives some additionsl reasons which were
perhaps not explained sufficiently clearly in the Pinal 2eport, and also
takes account of the 1962/1963 ssason the data for which were, of course,
not available to us “vhen e prepared the Final Xeport,

The recommendations which we have made in dealing +with the assesaments
of the stocks are that there should be a complete cessation of the catching
of blue and huwwpback whales, Groups IV and V, for a considerable number of
years to allow those stocks o re~build to, or near, the level of maximum
sustainable yield, Secondly, the juota on fin and whale catches be reduced
to 7000 or less, In the Final Report we state that figure of 7000 or less,

Taking into account the results of the 1962/1963 season, we beliesve that
the trend of sustainable yield of fin whales is towards 5000, whales not units,

/7e have two supplementary .....
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Dr., D,G. CBAPMAN Continued

We have iwo supplementary recommendations, One is that the blue
whalegibe eliminated and that separate quotas be established for each spacies.
This seems to be the most efficient and reasonable way of maneging the stocks,
The second is & point which Dr, Mackintosh has already emphasised in his
Report of the Scientific Committee thet population anelyses be continued
based on the pooled biclogical data of all countries participating in Antarctic
whaling,

On the Supplementary Report I only wish to emphasise that the analysis
there is & continuation of the methods used previously, simply taking into
account the 1962/63 data, The results of the 1962/63 were in egreement
with what was expected from our previous analysis,

There is one other point to which I ought te call attention in this
Supplementary Repert. We do make some forecasts of what might happen with
various possible balances of quotas. One point I would like to mention
in this comnection is that if the aim is to get the maximumyield over the
long term then it is imgortent that the quotas be set lower than the sustained
yield rather than higher as is pointed out and as is fairly cbvious,
because if the quotas are set higher than the sustainable yield the result
sooner or later will be the extinction of the stocks. If the quotas are
set lower than the sustainable yield then the stocks will be given a chance
te re-build and in some years - it will depend on the quotas - they will be
re~built to & level which will sustain the meximum yield, which we believe
in the ca:e of fin whales to be about 20,000 whales per year.

I think that summarises the position. The Committee will be glad to
answer any questions concerning the Report.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thenk you, Dr. Chapman, for your
very interesting information. Under your Chairmanship the Committee has
been able to cover a wide field in spite of the difficulties and the absence
of the uniform method of dafining the stocks of marine animals, I would
suggest that thegse matters be referred to the Technical Committee, and
af'ter censideration by the Technical Committee these can be discussed further,
Is everybody in favour of this proposal? (Agrecd)

We now come tc Item § of the Agenda. Since the four parts of this item
have been suggested by the Commissioner of the United States, I should now
like to invite the United States Commissioner or any other Commissioners
%o outline any specific measures they have in mind before the mattsr is
considered in detail by the Technical Committee.

Dr, J,L, McHUGH (U.S.A.): I believe that sll the macters in
Item 9 have already been covered in the Report of the Committee of Three
and in the Report of the Seientific Committee, The United States have
nothing specific in mind in proposing this Item; in fact, I think it is
probably unnscessary, I would suggest that it be referred to the Technical
Committee for peruszal.
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The CHAIRMAN: TIs everybody in favour of Dr., McHugh's proposal
that this should be referred tc the Technical Committee. (Agreed) The
matter will then be referred to the Technical Committee.

Since we have given preliminary consideration to all the guastions I
think we might adjourn for today. The Technical Committee and the Sgientific

Committee will be able to start thelr work. I will cell on the Secretary
to tell us the. arrangements iegerding the Technical Committee.

The SECKETARY: (Made announcements regarding the arrangements
for the Technical Committee)

The CHAIRMAN: The Conference is adjourned.

(The Session was adjourned at 12.25 DL, )
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TNTERNATIONAL WHALTNG COMMISSION

FIFTEENTH NERTING

Session of Thursday, Lth July, 1963
In the Chair: Ir, M.N. Sukhoruchenko (U.S.S.R.)
The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): I declare the second Session
of the Plenary open and I call the Meeting to order.
We are very-pressed for time, Mr., Wimpenny has asked us not to

spend more than en hour.,  Therefeore, this will mean that we will have to
speed un our work from the beginning,

The Report by the Technical Committee is not yet available, Therefere,

it seems that tecday we shall only be able to consider those items which
have been considersd by the Technical Committee,

I shall new call on Dr, Sprules and ask him when he thinks the Regport
of the Technical Committee might be ready.

Dr, W.M, CPRULES: We have been trying very hard to speed up
our deliberations end we have now scheduled & meeting for this evening,
It may be possible for us to meet immediately after this Plenary Session,
If not, we will meet at eight o'clock tonight. I would hope that our
business will be completed following this short meeting this evening.

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Would the Meeting therefore
agree to our discussing only those items which have already been discussed
and considered by the Technical Committee? This would mzan that we would
be able to take final decisions on those items. Is that agreed?

Mr, C,G. SETT'R (Australia): If it is agreed to take only
the matters which have been considered by the Technical Committee, having
regard to the reservations made on behalf of Australia, may I ask if
the guestion of the humpback whales could be left until after the gquestion
of the blue whale unit has been considered by the Technical Committee?

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): DIr, Sprules, may I call on you
to make your obse.vabions or comments on those matters which have been
considered hy the Technical Committee?

Perhaps we could begin with Item 16 on the Agenda,

Dr. W.M, SPRULES: Referring to the main Agenda under Item 186,
I would briefly like to review the matters which have been discussed
in the Technical Committee and on which we have reached some agreement.
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The first of these under Item 16 of the Agenda is sub-section (v),
Reconsideration of the word "aborigines", You will note from the Draft
Report of the Technical Committee that we are recommending that there be
no change made in the schedule as it exists at present,

Mr, G. J. LIENESCE (Netherlands): Regarding the proposzl on the position
of the Sanctuary in the Report of the Technical Committee, I should like to
call the attention of the Commission to the fact that there is a possibility
that the catch of pigny wheles will be allowed in a certain area, There is
also a possibility that the limit for fin whales will not be in harmony with
the adviee of the Seientific Report. It is necessary to call the attention
of the Commission to the fact that the Sanctuary should be closed in years to
come to compensate for the danger which might arise as regards the stock of
fins when we decide to improve the limit of the fin whale catch,

Therefore, contrary to the proposal put before the Commission by the
Technical Committee, I should like to propose that we close the Sanctuary as
we did about four years ago.

Dr. A. R. KELLOGG (U.S.A.): I second that,

/Dr. N, A. MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom)
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Dr, N,A, MACKINTOSH (United Kingdem): I do not kuow whether
it weuld help to recall some of cur discussirns about the Sanctuary in
previcus years., Cur view for some time has been that so lrng as we had
restrictions on the total catch in the Antarctic, it was preferable not to
have the Sanctuary, because then the catch would be spread more evenly,
The burden weuld be spread more evenly over the whole stock, But we did
say that we would like to have the possibility of the Sanctuary in reserve
if a situation arose in which we would hope tomeserve a nucleus cf stock
for rebuilding if we could not protect the rest. I think that was the
view of the Scientific Committee,

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Dr. Mackintosh,

What would be the opinicn of Mr, Lienesch and Dr, Kellogg if we could
discuss that under item (c¢), Position of the Sanctuary, and in the meanwhile
make a decision as suggested by the Technical Committee on the first item,
16(b). Are there any objections or -remarks concerning item 15(b)?
(Agreed on item 16(L) as proposed)

We now come to item 16{c), Position of the Sanctuary.

Dr. WM, SPRULES : The Technical Committee considered this
item very early in its Agenda, before it had given consideration to many
other factors, The agreement reached at that time was that the Schedule
should be amended not to change the substance of the Schedule item, but
to shorten it. There is a propozal in our draft report that the
Schedule item now read: "This paragraph, as a result of a decision of
the Fourteenth Meeting, was rendered inoperative until the Ccmmission
otherwise decifes." You have already heard an additional proposal
which has been presented at this Meeting.

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Is everything clear, gentlemen?

Dr. A.R, KELLOGG (U.S.A.): I suppese technically the proposal
put by Mr, Lienesch shculd be taken as an amendment to the proposal
submitted by the Technical Cormittee, in which case it would be voted on
before the original motion,

The CHATRMAN (Interpretaticn):  Thank you, Dr Kellogg., As
I understand it, the propesal as moved by Mr, Lienesch was an amendment
tc the proposal submitted by the Technical Ccmmittes, What would the.
Commissicn think if we now took the vote on the Technical Committee
decision, and after that the propcsal moved by Mr. Lienesch?

Dr A.R, KZEILOGG (U.S8.A.): I believe that according to
the rules of procedure you take the smendment before you take the original
motion,

Mr. C,G, SETTER (Australia): I suggest that the amendment
is a direct negative of' the original proposal, and therefore a vote
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on the original proposal will decide which way the Commission wants to
g0. To open the Sanctuary, as I understand it, would require a three-
feurths majority of this Meeting,

I Just point out that as an exact negative of the original propecsal,
I think we can vote en the propcsal,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): It seems to me that whether
we vote on the proposal first or the amendment first it does not make
mich difference; the result will be the same. But since Mr, Lienesch

and Dr. Kellogg insist on veting on the amendment firat we will do it
like that,

I would like now to take the poll on the amendment put by Mr. Lienesch,
seconded by Dr, Kellogg, to the proposal moved by the Technieal Committes,

/I shall now ask Mr. “impenny ,
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The CHAIRMAN (Continued)

I shall acw ask ir, ‘.%G.mpenny to pell the Commission,

Dr. .1, SPRULES (Canada): Would you repeat the voting
procedure, please?

The CHATRWAN (Interpretation): Ve are now going to poll the
Commissioners on the amendment moved by ir, Lienesch and seconded by
Dr, Kellogg, This is an amendment to the proposal by the Technical
Committee and I will call on kir, Lienesch to repeat his amendment,

Mr, @.J, LIEM33CH (Netherlands): In paragraph 5 the exact wording
of the Article is gquite clear, but from 1955 up until now it has been
inoperative, I do not know whether it is necessary to read out ths Article,

" The SECR~TARY: I would suggest that this amendment might read:
"To remove the brackets ,,.. "

br, G.J. LIENESCH (Metherlands): Yes, to remove the words in
brackets,

The CHAIIZMAN (Iaterpwetation): I take it Dr, Sprules understands
that the amendment is to delete the words inside the brackets,

The Secretary will now take a poll of the Commissioners,

Argentina: Abstain
Australia: No

Canada: . Abstain
Denmark: Abstain
France: Abstain
Tceland: Not present
Japan: No

lexico; Abstain
Netherlands: Yes

¥Mew Zealand: Abstain
Norway: Tio

Panama: Mot present
South Africa: Mot wresent
Sweden: Not present
USSER: Yo

U3A: Yes

United Kingdom: o,

(There being 2 votes in favour and 5 against with 5 abstentions
the amendment was lost, )

The SECZETARY: There has to be a majority of three-quarters of
the total votes for such a Resolution to be carried and the emendment is,
therefore, lost,
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The CHATREAN (Interpretation): Is there a-seconder for the
prooposal as moved by the Technical Committea? (Seconded by lr. G, Sjaastad)

The SECRETARY: I will now poll the Commission,

Argentina: Yes
Australia: Yes

Canada: Yes
Denmark: Abstain
France: Yes
Icaland: Mot present
Japan: Yes

kexico: Abstain
Hetherlands; . Yes

Few Zealand: Yes

Norway: Yes

Sreden: Not present
USSR Yes

USA; Yes

United Kingdom: Yes

(There being 11 votes in favour and none
against vwith 2 abstentions, the -»roposal
wvas carried, )

The CHAITMAN (Interpretation: I will call on Dr, Sprules to
continue,

Pr, "W,M, 3PRUL:S: The next item we considered was the
protection of humpback whales, which ould come under several sections
of item 16 of the main Agenda,

As T understand it, there has been agreement at this Meeting thet
this matter should not be considered at this time.

The CHAIRMAL{ (Interpretation): e have not yet discussed this
Yotion,

Dr, 9.s, SPRULES: The Technical Committee considered this very
imzortant problem and, on the basis of all the information available to it,
the Committee has recommended that there be an amendment to paragraph 6
section 2 of the Schedule to the Convention, 2nd that it now read:

"It is forbidden to kill or attemst to kill
humgback whales in the waters socuth of the
Bguator,"

I would bring to your atiention a reservation which has been placed
on the acceptance of this recommendation of the Technical Gommittee by
Australia,

Fith this summary I would move the adoption of the amendment to
paragraph 6(2) of the Schedule, :
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Mr, C.G, SEITER (Australia): Could I again refer to my previous
request when I asked that the Meeting agree to defer this proposal until we
have had a chance to discuss the question of blue vhale unit quotas in the
Technical Committee, :

The CHATRWAN (Interpretation): ¥ill anybody second Mr, Setter's
proposal?  (Seconded by kr, R.L. Jermyn)

¥r, C.G. SUTTER (Ausiralia): Could I suggest that, in deciding this
issue, we should only require a simple majority of the Commission to decide
whether this matter could be deferred, It is not a question of amending the
Schedule; it is a question of deferring the discussion of the iiem,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): I would ask you to show by a simple
show of hands whether you are in favour of deferring this guestion f{o a later
stage, I will ask the Secretary to count the votes,

(A vote was taken by show of hands and,
there being 2 in favour, the proposal
was carried, )

D», Sprules, will you continue your review?

/Dr. W.li, Sprules ,,..
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Dr. W.M. SPRULES: The next item considered by the Technical
CGommitiee which has a bearing on Item 16 of the main Agenda was
consideration of the minimum size limits for sperm whales which will be
found under section (i} of Item 16 of the main Agenda., We noted the
evidence aveilable from the Scientific Committee, After discussing the
preblem of size limits for spern whales, the Technical Committee decided
to recommend to the Plenary Sessicn that there be no change in the size
limit for sperm whalss. (Seconded by Capt. A. N. Solyenik) {Agreed)

Those are the only decisions made by the Technical Committee which
refer to Item 16 of the main Agendn which I belisve you asked us to consider
at the beginning of this Meeting,

We have, howsver, reached a decision on Item 12 of the main Agenda
if" you wish to consider that.

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Yes. I would ask Dr, Sprules to
take Tiem 12 of the Agenda.

Dr. W.M. SPRULES: You will recall that you asked the Technieal
Committee to consider the Infractions Report which is listed under Item 12
of the main Agenda. I would report that the Technical Commitice established
& sub-committes under the Chairmanship of Mr. Blaney of the United Kingdom.
The sub-committee reported to the Technical Committee, and our findings
are listed in document IWC/45/19 under the hsading Infractions.

In summary I would point out to the Plenary Session that the findings
were that there had been a reduction in the total infractions in the
Antarctic area but a slight inerease in the infractions in other arsas.’
The Technical Committee certainly hopes that this trend will not continue
in the areas outside the Antarctic. Furthermore, the Technical Committse
wishes to stress the desirability of all contracting governments reporting
at as early a date as possible any intention ‘o grant special permits
for the taking of whales outside the provisions of the Comvention. Thers
have on occasions been some delay in the countries indicating the granting
of special permits, and this makes it very difficult for the Secretariat to
advise the other member couniries of the intent of those countries interested
in taking special wheles.

I would move the adoption of the Report of the Technical Committee as
it relates to the Infractions.

Mr. C.G. SETTER (Australia): In seconding the adoption of
this Report I would like to suggest a slight change in that last sentence
© where it mentions "the granting of special permits for the teking of
whales outside the provisions of the Convention", There is provision
in the Convention under the Schedule for toking whales for scientific
purposes. I think it might be preferable if we say, "the granting
of special permits for the taking of whales for scientific research',
and leave the words “outside the provisions of the Convention" out of.
the Report.  Apart from that, I would like to second the adoption of
this Report. -

Dr. A.R. KELLOGG (U.S,A.): T think it is simply = matter of
saying 'as provided under Article VIIT of the Convention'. It is no%
the Bchedule; it is the Convention.
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The SECRETARY: I thought perhaps it might help if I read
cut the paragraph concerned with the delefion which has been suggested
by Mr, Setter: :

"The Committee also endorses a recommendation of

the Sub-Committee thet coniracting governments
should be reminded of the provisions of Article VIIT
of the Crnvention which require them to notify the
Commission at once of the granting of specizl permits
fcr the taking of whales for scientific research,"

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Are you setisfied, Dpr. Kellogg?
D». AR, PELLOCG (U.S.A.): It is not outside the provisions.

Dr., W.M. SPRULES: On the assumption that this would be
acceptable to all the other members of the Committee on which I serve,
I myself would be pleased to amend my motion to give recognition to
¥r, Setter's prcposal, I weould now move the adowtion of the
Infractions Report with the deletion of the words 'outside the
provisiens of the Cenvention!,

Dr, R.L, JERMYN (New Zealand): I should simply like to
give notice in plensary, as I did in the Technical Committee, that I
should lilke at =some stage to comment substantially on the actual
question of the issue of permits ilor Article VIII, Clearly this is
not the place to do so, but T presume I shall be able to do so when
the report of the Scientific Committee is discussed more fully.

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Are there any other
comments on the Report of the Technical Committee which has been
noved and seconded?

/If there are no objections ....
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The CHAIRMAN (Continued)

If there are no objections, we will take it that the propesal put
forward by the Technical Ccmmittee is adopted. {Agreed)

Were there any other decisicns taken by the Technieal Cormittee
on any other item on the Agenda, Dr Sprules?

Dr., W.M, SFRULES: Yes, one other item which was referred
to the Technical Committee was item 11 on the main Agenda, North
Pacific Whale Stocks,

The Technical Ccmmittee was very pleased to note the progress
which had been made by the Working Group on North Pacific whales,
and we wish to report to the Commission that we feel this Committes
is doing a good jcb, We wish it well in the continuation of its
work on North Pacific stocks,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): I take it that there are
no remarks on the Report by the Working Group.

Dr 7T.M, SPRULES: The detail of the Working Group's
deliberaticns is contained in a report which is attached to the
report of the Scientific Ccommittee, Their proposals are included
in that report, In the.Teehnieal Committee, we have in effect
adopted the repert of the North Pacifie Working Group and recommend
it to you for acceptancs,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): If there are no further
remarks, then the report of the North Pacific Working Group is accepted.

Dr. Sprules, are there any other decisions on any further items on
the Agenda?

Dr, W,M. SPRULES: I regret very much to infomm you, Mr, .
Chairman, thatwe have been unable to complete any other sections of the
Technicel Committee Agenda, and will not be able to report further until
after another meeting of our Committee.

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation):  Thank you, Dr Sprules.

Shall we now take item 15 on the main Agenda, Fourteenth Annual
Report, The Fourteenth Annual Report has been prepared by
Mr. Wimpenny and has been circulated to the Commission at the beginning
of the Meeting. T shall now call on members of the Commdssion to
present their remarks on and make proposals on each paragraph of
this Report,

The SECRETARY: May I point out that there i1s a gap in the
first paragraph of the Report, in which the Chairmanship of the
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Scientific Committee is left blank, When this report was prepared it
was not known that Dr, Mackintosh was going to be Chairman and it was
left blank, The words "Dr. Mackintosh" have, therefore, to be inserted.

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): T do not think there will be
any cbjection to this decision.

Are there any remarks on the report? Do I take it that there are
no remarks on the Fourteenth Annual Report?

Dr W.M, SFRULES (Canada): On page 3 of the report, line
8, I think there is an error, I rather suspect that the words "as their
quota was reached" belong to the preceding sentence.

The SECRETARY: Yes.

The CHATIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Dr, Sprules, you
are quite right on that.

Dr W.M., SPRULES (Canada): One cther matter which relates
to a recommendation which we have just considered with regard to the
issuing of special permits, under item 18 - Permits to take Whales for
Scientific Purposes during this last whaling season - I notice the
reference to the fact that the Soviet Government granted permits for two
baleen whalea of different kinds to be taken by each of the four
Soviet Antarctic pelagic expeditions both before the opening and after
the closing of the 1962/63 season, I would like to ask if these were
all of the permits which were issued for the last whaling season.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): I sheuld like to call wupon
Captain Solyanik to reply to that question,

/Ceptain AN, SOLYANIK (U,S,.S.R.):...
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Captain A.N, SCLYANIK (USS2)(Interpretation): The information
glven by the Soviet Government was transferred to the Secretary of the
International Fhaling Commission and, as far as we know, the Secretary has
informed the other members of the International “haling Commission about
those permits,

That is why I cannot understand this question,

The GCHATRMAN (Interpretation): If there are no further remarks I
take it that the Fourteenth Annumal Report is adopted, bearing in mind the
minor details which hawve besn adopted here, (Agreed)

Mr, R.L, JERMYN (New Zealand): I take it that, with respect to
page 5 of the Draft Report, some material is to be circulated for inclusion
in the bracketed space where we are talking about the effect of the 1962/1963
season on stocks,

The SECRETARY: That has been circulated as a separate piece,
¥r, R,L, JERLYN (Néw Zealand): I see that has been included,

The CHALZAN {Interpretation): I think we can alsc take decisions
today on item 7 of the Agenda, Rejort by the Sclentific Committee,
Dr, Iiackintosh has already given his review of this Report by the Scilentifie
Committee which was referred at our Plenary Meeting to the Technical Committee,
Therefore, we might just say that we receive and note this Report, bearing
in mind that if there are any amendments when the Report is discussed in
the Technical Committee we shall take them afterwards.

Is everybody in favour of this procedure? (Agrsed)

Mr, R.L, JERWYN (New Zealand}: I should like to ask for some
clarification on that, Do I understand the Chairman to mean that we shell
simply take note of the Rewort at this stage, but that any recommendations
in the Rejport can be discussed in Plenary again when it comes up from the
Technical Committee?

The SECRETARY: I think I ought to clear this matter a little,
It is general usage that the Scientific Committes's Report comes up to the
Commissgion directly, but it is comsuolted by other Committess because so
often it contains material for the more important guestions which face the
Meeting, 30, in my experience. it has been usual to accept and note this
Report in the Commission and that is sufficient,

Mr, R,L, JERMYN (New Zealand): I cannot say I feel very happy
about that, I am not quite clear whether that means that some of the
recommendations in this Report will not be discussed, Cn this coccasion,
for example, there are a large number of recommendat.ions in the Zeientific
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Committee's Report which have a direct bearing on some of the major issues
being discussed elsevwhere, There are a number of others which do not seem
likely to be discusged in the Technical Committee, I feel that we should,
even under our pressure of time, give a little time to looking at some of
this in Plenary,

Dr, N.A, MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom): I was going to ask a
rather similar question to that which Mr, Jermyn has raised, There are
one or two points ~hich have not been considered so far -~ for example, in
paragraph 15 thare is a recommendation about special permits, and there is
2lso a new Supplementary Rejort of the Scientific Committee meeting which
was held to consider future programmes and the eléction of & Chairman, I
believe that has been circulated,

The CHAIRMAN. (Interpretation): ~Then I said thai, at this stage,
we might only receive and note the Report by the Scientific Committee T
meant, of course, that if there are any amendments or proposals, or any
additions which may be made after the Report has been considered by the
Technical Committee, we shall take those amendments and additions afterwards,

Are you satisfied with that, kr., Jermyn?

Mr, R.L, JERMYN {New Zealand): Certainly, Mr, Chairman,

The CHAIZMAN (Interpretation): Are there any comments on the
Report by the Scientific Comnittee?  Since there are no remarks, I propose
that the Report by the Scientific Committee be received and noted, Wil
someone second bthis proposal? (Seconded by Dr, A.R, Kelloge)

If there are no objections that means that the Report by the Selentific
Committee is received and noted. (Agreed)

I should like to thank Dr. Hackintosh and his Committee for the great
amount of work they have carried out,

We have now used all the time which was allotted by the Secretary, so
I would suggest that we adjourn for today,

(The Conference adjourned at 3,40 p,m,}
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INTEANATTONATL, WHALING COMMISSION

FIFTEENTH MEETING

Session of Fridey, 5th July, 1963
(In the Chair: Mr, M.N, Sukhoruchenko (YU.S.S.R.)

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): I call the Meeting to order.
We have a lot of work to do today and not much time, I declare the third,
and I think the last, Plenary Session open,

I have a gquestion to ask Dr., Meckintosh. The Secretary has informed
e that after our last Plenary Session the Scientific Committes had another
meeting, I will now ask Dr. Mackintosh if he has any obscrvations to make
on Item 7 of the Agenda,

Dr, N.A, MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom): There are one or two points
which we have not quite finished with., Perhaps I could draw attention to
paragraph 15 which deals with spesial permtts, I do not know @ether
you intend to consider this any furither or whether anyone else wishes to
speak about it, However, you will see that on page 5 near the to'p
we have some recommendations about the netification, ete,, of special
permits suggesting that the Scientific Committee should be.consulf:ed,
if possible before the whales ave taken under special permits. .We urge
that the number taken should be the lowest possible consistent w:.th‘the
research to be undertaken, Item (4) in that paragraph - "the Committee
should be informed fully and specifically of the results obtained by taking
whales under each such per.uit" - is, of course, already part of the
Convention, I think I am correct in saying that that is asked for
under Article VIII,

I do not know what can be done about these recommendations, but we
would like to draw the attention of the Commission te them,

In the paragraph after that, we draw attention to the very heavy
mortality of humpback whales in Groups IV and V, and have no explanation to

cffer beyond what is given in rages 60 and 61 of the final repert of the
Committee of Three,

On pages 6, 7 and 8 we are still waiting to know what will be decided
about the methods of continuing stock assessments, On the last page,
near the foot, you will see that we have still to deal with the opening
date of the Antarctic season, and we have no recommendation to make,

There is one other thing - unless Yyou want to deal with these pointks
at once - which we have not actually put in the Scientific Report but which
was mentioned in the Scientific Cormittee, and that is that members of
the Committee , I am sure they would like me to 83y, expressed very
great appreciation of the work of the Committee of Three, not only for
the work they have done specifically for the Commissicn but also for the
help and advice they gave to us ana members of the Committee in the
methods of work which we are so concerned with.
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As you know, there is a further report. The Scientific Committee
had a further meeting for the election of the new Chairmen, All I need
say about this is that I have been Chairman for a very long time, and I
am very glad fo say that Professor Ruud has accepted the Chairmenship by
unanimous vete for the coming year., We understand the next mceting will
be in Osle, and we thought this might be an appropriate time fer a change.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Dr. Mackintosh

Under item 28 of the Scientific Committee's Report, you will see that
the Committee estimate that an additional sum of about £3,000 is required
for further scientific investigation, It may be more reasonable to take
a decision on that item when we are considering the report of the Finance
and Administration Committee,

Are there any comments on Dr, Mackintosh's review? Would
Profegsor Ruud like teo say something?

Professcr J,T. RUUD (Norway): Document IVC/15/21 is the
report of a meeting held of representatives of the Scientific Committee,
as appointed by the Cormission at its first plenary session on Monday,
lat July 1963,

As has already been announced by Dr., Mackintosh, I was elected
Chairman of the Seclentific Committee on Dr. Mackintosh's proposal, who
expressed his desire to be relieved from an office he has held since the
Commigsion was established in 1949. I assume that the Conmission does
recngnise how greatly it is indebted to Dr Mackintosh for the outstanding
service he has rendered fto the Commission through all these years,

Regarding the document now before you, it is meant to keep the
Commigsion informed sbout the research work we intend to organise in the
coming season, I sheuld like to stress that the success »f our work will
depend primarily on the support and assistance the expeditions are willing
to give in the collection of material and data We hope very much that it
will be possible to collect many more earplugs from baleen whales taken, and
we must have the support of the companies operating in the Antarctic in the
next and coming seasons in organising a scheme for sightings of humpbacks
and blue whales tc be recorded and mede available to the Commission.

In this connection, I would like to express the hope that the aighbings
Captain Solyanik spoke about in the Technical Committee yesterday will be
made available to the Commissicn, becaunse the data which he referred to are
of the utmost importance for the formulation of any view the Scientific
Cimmittee can reach on the balance of humpback and blue whales., I stress
this point and hope that Captein Solyanik will use his influence to this
end, because the Commission and 1ts committees can share the Commissi-ners'
confidence in some set of data or evidence ~nly if it is shown in the
examination of such data or evidence, In my opinion, if I am to act in a
responsible way as Chairman of the Scientific Committee, the Commission
mast take this stand that neither it nor its committees will entertain
argument with regard to the state of whale stocks based on evidence which
has not been seen and used by the Scientific Committee.
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Prof, J,T, RUUD (Continued)

Finally, lir, Chairman, I beg tc draw attention to the urgent need for
having next season's catches reported to ths Bureau of International
Whaling Statistios before 1 kay, 1964, and in an addendum to the document,
I7C/15/21, placed before you today, we have given detailed informetion about
the data regquired and how they should be reported to the Bureau of Inter-
national ¥haling Statisties, )

I do not think I will take more time, Mr, Cheirman, because this is
dealt 5ith in the Report, but I am willing to answer any questions the
Comaission wishes to raise,

The CHATIRMAN (Interpretation):; Thank you, Professor Ruud,

Would anybody like to comment on what Professor Ruud snd Dr, Mackintosh
have s2id? '

Captain A,N, SOLYANTK (USSR)(Interpretation): We have analysed
the notes on the co-ordinated research programme for 1963/196) and our
Delegation considers such work to be very valuable, I would only like to
add, as I stated yesterday in the kiceting of the Technical Committee, that
in the Soviet Union rescarch work on the study of whale stocks in the
Antarctic will be enlarged in the forthcoming season,

On each factory ship there is a special scientific group whose work
is oco-ordinated by the Research Institute of liarine ¥isheries and Oceano-
graphy,  Next year, on some of the factory ships, there will be a scientifie
group consisting of up to fifteen scientists, Besides that, we are planning
that special research vessels should also be sent there, We have planned a
vast rogramme of whale marking and we have alread, prepared darts and
rifles and nominated the ships for these purposes,

The burden of these expenditures the Soviet Union will carry by itself,

The additional data which we shall get from the specialists on the
whalers, and also those data which are available to us from the transsort
and other ships, about whale stocks, will be submitted to our scientists
and they will transfer them to their Institutes, The scientists in our
Delegation have come here with the special purpose of exchanging data,
These scientists have taken part in the work of the Committees, and other
seientists will have an opportunity of recciving all the information in
which they are interested,

We know that the Institute of Oceanography of the United Kingdom is
conducting a large amount of work on the collection of information about
whale stocks from the British fleet also, and we should. like to ask about
the possibility of collecting all data of this kind in the ScientiPic
Committee also, We should like the Scientific Committee to make a summary
of such data, This would be very helpful fo us in order that we may gain
better knowledge for the estimation of whale stocks in Antareiic waters,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Captain Solyanik,
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Professor J.T, RUUD (Norway): I am greatly relieved by the fact
that my appeal to Captain Solyanik has had such a guick result and that he
has been able to tell us that the material about which he to0ld us yesterday
will be passed on to our Russian colleagues, Since I have a great admi-
ration for the group working on whaling problems, I am not at all in doubt
that when they have evaluated the material Captain Solyanik told us about
yesterday it will appear before the Commission in due time, so that we shall
be able to take that notice of it which it really deserves,

¥r, R,L. JERMYN (New Zealand): Do I understand that we are now
disposing of any remaining issues in cormnexion with the Report of the
Scientific Committee?  You will recall that I gave notice the other day that
there was one question I wished to raise, Would this be the a:sropriate time?

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): You are quite right in understanding
that we are discussing the Scientific Committee's Report, I asked for
questions and, since there were none, I asked for comments on the views
expressed by Dr, ldackintosh and Professor Ruud,

Mr, R.L. JERMYN (ew Zealand): May I then enlarge on a point which
was made by Dr, Mackintosh?

Lembers will recall that at this Commission Meeting we have been rentinded
in a number of ways of the problems arising through the rather large-scale use
of Article VIII of the Convention to authorize special research programmes,
The Infractions Bub-Committee has, this year, specially ssked that member
Governments should remember the need to send in quick and full returns of any
whales or any permits granted under Article VIIT,

/The Scientific Sub-Committee .,,.
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Mr. R,L. JERMYN (Continued)

The Scientific Sub-Committee in April went so far as o express con-
siderable dissatisfaction with the whole way in which Article VIII works,
and in fact suggested that Member Govermments should seek the consent
in advance of the Commission before granting such permits. Clearly that
would not be possible without amending the Conventiocn, and we all realise
how difficult that wuld be,

The Scientific Committee in its Report, paragraph 15, to which
Dr. Mackintosh has referred, took I think the wiser course of recommending
certain action which does lie within the framework of the existing
Convention. They suggest that use should be made of the Sgientific
Committee of this Commission, whether at its annual meeting or in some
other way, as it is the most appropriate body to be consulted and informed
of research plans of Member Governments and of the results of such research,
This seems to my Government a most important and valuable suggestion.
We have been very conesrned about some of the recent actions taken under
Article VIIT, In particular, late in March we expressed our concern
through this Commission's Szcretary about the notificetion received
of the South African decision to teke 350 under-sized sperms; we regarded
that as something sbout which we felt Commission Members should know
a lot more. I should say that we have since been approached privately
by the South Africsn authorities who have given us an explanation of
the special one-year programme of resesrch they propose to undertake,
However, we feel that explanation is something which the Commission as
a whole should have known of, We do feel it is up to this Commission
to aot as a collective watchdog on the way Article VIII operates,
Article VIII, as we all know, leaves an enormous Loophole in the general
protective provisions of the Convention, and it is important tc make
use of the Convention requirements for guick and full reporting of the
permits granted under this Article in order to prevent serious gbuse,

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that while we may not all be able to
ggree here ~ we clearly have not the time - on exactly how the proposals
put in paragraph 15 of the Scientific Committee's Report should be
implemented, I would like formally to propose that we rescue those from
the obscurity of that Report, that this Commission generally endcrse
thoseproposals in paragraph 15 of that Report and instruct the Sgeretary
to write to all Member Governments asking for their comments on how it
could be operated in practice. That, it seems to me, would give us a
chance at next yesr's Commission Meeting to esteblish firm arrangements
for consultation and better use and co-ordination of research effort
in respect of Article VIIT.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Mr, Jermyn., Wiuld
any other Dglegates like to make any remarks?

Mr, C,G. SETTER (Australia): I would like tc esk whether
Mr., Jermyn was putting forward ss a resclution of the Meeting that we
do a sk the Sgcretary to refer this to the Member countries for comment.

Mr, R.L. JEGMYN (New Zealend): Yes, I was making a formal
proposal,
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Mr, C.G. SETTER (Australia): I second that,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpreﬁation): We understend thot you are meking sm:official
proposal, Do I understand you cecirestly that you are suzgesting that
some sort of arrangement should be made to consult the Governments as fo
their plang for further research and their plans fcr granting special permits
for the taking of whales for scientific investigations? Am T right in
this?

M. R.L., JERMYN (New Zealand): I think it might be best if I put
in quite clear terms exectly what I am formally proposing that the Commissicn
-should decide. VWhat I am suggesting is that this Commission should endorse
in principle the recommendations in paragraph 15 of the Scientific Committee's
Report, Decument IWC/15/3, and instruct the Séerctory to bring these to the
attention of Member Governments and seek their comments.

The SECRETARY: I have nothing to say except that I clsarly
understand what Mr, Jermyn intends in his instructions to the Sscretary.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Are there any other comments?
It seems that we already have several proposals in connection with what
Dr. Mackintosh and Professor Ruud have said. It seems reasonable,
therefore, that we should discuss those proposals separately.

There was a prop-sal concerning item 28 of the Scientific Committee's report

concerning the additional expenditure of £3,000 for scientific
investigations, I have already said that it seems more reascnable to

discuss that item and make & decision on it when we consider the Report
by the Finance snd Administration Committee, Is everyone in favour of

that? (4Agreed) We note this request by the Scientific Committee and
we will teke our final decision when we consider the Report by the Finance

and Agministration Committee.

The second point concernsg item 15 of the Heport by the SBeientific
Committee. This item concerns the permits for taking whales for
scientific investigations, It seems to me that everybedy would agree
that it is cbviously not possible for the couniry or the government
to foresee the necessity of taking such whales for scientific
investigations., Of course, in the course of the investigations the
necessity may arise to teke an additional whale for scientific
investigetions. I would say, from my point of view, that it would be
wrong io deny the scientists the possibility of taking such a whale,
However, I guite agree with what Mr, Jermyn has said that the acientif'ic
werk must be planned in edvance, and that the Soientific Commitiee must be
informed &s soon as possible in advance about the necessity of grenting
a permit for taking whales for scientific investigations. I think it
would be rea onable for us io accept such a proposal. We could recommend
that the countries should inform the Commission in advance about their
wish to grant special permits for the taking of whales for scientific
investigations. Is Mr, Jermyn content with this?
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Yr. RO, JERVYN (New Zealand): That would seem to me excellent,
The only reason L suggested that we should endeorze in Deinciple the specific
recommendaticns in paregraph 15 of the Scientific Committee's Rgport was
that %hat spelt out over four sub-parsgraphs some of the ways in which this
might be given effect to. I raalise we cannot at this Meeting hope to discuss
those or reach agreement on *them. Twat was why I proposad that this Cemmission
should give its general sndorsement of this principle end arrenge for the
views of lswber Governments in detail to be sought for a fuller discussion
next year.

The CIATEIAY (Ipterpretation): I undersiend yru qaite cleerly.
Would eaybedy wesent hers second the propesel moved by Mr, Jermyn which
recor-znds that 2 crmtries concerned should inforie the Commission in
advence sbout thoir plens to grant i'pecial permiis fer taking wia les far
scientific investizations, bearing in mind, however, that there may be
such cases yvaen the necessilr may arise to grant such a pernit.

-, G.G, SETFER (Austrelia):  Vhen I seconcel IMr, Jermyn's previous
propozal I did say on tre tndersianding that what he was proposing was that
thz Cormission accept in principle the recommendations of the Tcientifin
Coruittee and ask the Secretary to refer them to Memter Governments for
comment so taat they can be considered more fully next year. " If that is
the proposal I second it.

g,

The CHAITRMIN (Interpretation): I thaight that this would be a
recomrendation by the Commission without addressing our Governments.
If there is & proposal to submit it to the Govermments, then I do not
object to this. A~2 there any cther comments on this? Does My, Jermyn
insist on what he first proposed?

Yo, R.L., JERMTN {New Zealand): Mr. Setter of Australia has
exactly the right underntending of what it is I have in mind, I do no%
really care whether we fermzily endorse it or whether we simply make a
recormendation. 1y concern is to make sure that the Commission puts itself
on record as being in favour of the generel principles and will arrange

for Member Governments tc give detailed comments later,

The GHATRMAN (Interpretaticn): It seems to be clear to everybody
novw. The proposal has bLeen moved by Mr, Jermyn and seconded by Mr. Setter.
Are there any cther prcposals? Is that agreed? (Agreed)

Dr., W.M. SPRULES (Caneda): I would like to refer briefly to a
comment mede by Dr, Hackintnsh as it relates to paragraph27 end paragreph 30
of the Report of the Scientific Cemmitiee. Tou will recell that thers
is a firm rocommendation in the Scientific Committee Report uader
paragraph 27 that the Cormission negotiate with F.A.0. in an ettempt
to establish a group which could continue the stock assessment programme
which has been started by the Committee of Three. Canada feels very



- 36 - IWC/15/17

strongly that a good deal of very valuasble work has been done by our

brains trust and we coertainly hope that this type of assessment will be
continued in the future for a2s many whaling areas as possible, I should
think that if the Scientific Committee Repcrt were adopted by the Commission,
then effect would be given to the scientists' recommendation in paragraph 27.
However, I am not guite clear what the Soviet reservation in paragraph 30
actually means with regard to carrying out the recommendation of the
Seientific Committee. I am wondering if we could have clarification

of the Soviet ressrvation with regard to the recommerd ation in paragraph 27.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Dr. Sprules.

Would Captain Solyanik like to make any comment on that?

/As far as I understood..eees..s
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The CHAIRMAN (Contimued)

As far as I understood Captain Solyanik, the vast majority of
sclentific investigations have been carried out in the Antarctic, and vast
sums of money were expended on those scientific investigations, This is,
of course; very useful, and if all countrises are in a position to do the
same; it will also be very useful. However, it seems that not all countries
can carry out investigations separately by themselves, Therefore, I
understand that it was proposed that the work which has been done by the
Cormittee of Three Scientists might be continued., We can say that the work
which has been done by the Committee of Three Scientists has really been
valuable work When you spoke of the reservation, I understood that it was
merely that you wished to inform your Government about the content of this
Resolution., As I understand it, if we do agree that the Cormittee of Three
Scientists should continue their work it will involve additional expenditure.
I understood that you wanted to give your final decision on that after you had
consulted your Government on that

Captain A,N, SOLYANIK (U S.S.R.) (Interpretation): You understand
the position quite correctly, Because of that fact, we will express our
view on this question during the discussion of the Report of the Finance and
Administration Committee. On this question, all members of the Cormittee came
te a common conclusion,

In answer to Dr, Sprules, I would like to mention paragraph 3C of the
Report of the Scientific Cemmittee where it says that the Soviet representative
on ths Soientific Committee, having agreed in principle with the proposal for
the continuation and develomment of whale stock assessment by the Internatiomnal
Whaling Commissicn, considers 1t necessary to reserve the right to further
disoussion on this questicn, He also mentioned the reason for such a
reservation, the Soviet Union's non-membership of PAO.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation):  Thank you, Captain Solyanik.
Is Dr Sprules content with the explanation given by Captain Solyanik?

Dr, W.M, SFRULES (Canada): I think so, thank you,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): May I have your views on
items 3 and 277

Mr, R,L. JERMYN (New Zealand): It is our general understanding,
is it not, that this is all tc be discussed, in fact, when we discuss the
Finance Ccrmittee's Report, that you are not now seeking substantive
comment on paragrsph 27 here,

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): You are quite right,
Mr, Jermyn. It is my understanding that we shall discuss this further
when we discuss the Report of the Finance and@ Administration Cormittee,
because this involves the expenditure of monay,



~ 38 - IWC/15/17

However, we might express cur opinion on the posgibility of the
continuation of work by the Committee of Three Scientists. As far as
I understood from what has been said here by many people, it seems that
we do consider it necessary for the Committee of Three to continue their
work,

Mr. R.L. JERMIN (New Zealand): I am sorry to speak again, but
I had been saving my fire for the substantive discussion on this, If you
are now inviting comment, I should like to make it perfeetly plain that my
Del.gation is not at all happy sbout the thought of continuing the work of
the Cormmittee of Three, or of engaging in another continuing research
programme of the kind envisaged. We have serious misgivings sbout the
way in which scientific research has been used as an alibi in respect to
many of the activities of this Cormission We are not happy about playing
arcund with scientific research for a further year. Therefore, I would like
to make our general position quite plain at this point,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank ycu, Mr. Jermyn. Am I right
in understanding that you do not consider it necessary in planning our
investigations for the next yzar also to plan the work of the Committee of
Three? Am I right in understanding you?

Mr. R L, JERMYN (New Zealand): I think our attitude could be
sumearised briefly as being that we fail to see exactly what the Ccmmission
has in mind in talking of the continuation of the Committee of Three For
a further year or more. The Committee of Three was set up to do a particular
Job. It has dene it exceedingly well The results have been ireated in a way
which we are all aware of, Ve cannot see a great deal to be gained from
continuing it for a further year in those king of circumstances, or of
setting up 2 similai body. If members of the Commissicn were to wndertake
to bring their policies in line with the scientists' recommendations after
another year, we would have to think again.

The CHATRMAN {Interpretation): Thank you, Mr. Jermyn

Prof'esgor Ruud or Dr, Mackiﬁtosh, would you like to make any additional
comment on that? -

Dr. N,A, MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom): T think I can only say
that we have made our views very clear in the Report of the Scientific
Committee, Research will go on, I think, by the National Research Groups,
but perhaps we do rather feel that we wonder what is going to be done with
the results we arrive at,

Professor J,T. RUUD (Norway): I think it should be made
perfectly clear at this stage in the Commission's work that unless the
necessary funds are placed at the disposal of the Scientific Committee to
get the expert help we need for the best possible stock assessment, we shall
put the Scientific Committee into a very difficult position next year-.
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Dr. A.R KEILOGG {U.S.A.): I% seems tc be rather unfortunate
that some of the delegations are being blind to question the accuracy of
the conclusions of the Scientific Committee. Unless there is a betfer
realisation of the implications of such studies, I for one do not see any
need to go shead.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): I think that there might be some
misunderstanding, I do not think that anybody here present expressed the
opinion that we do not need the work of the Scientific Committee any longer.
On the contrary, it seems that everybody present is very grateful to the
Committee for the work it has done. The Scientific Commnittee expressed thelr
wish tc continue this scientific work, because some additional question arose
which required further investigation. That is my personal understanding of
the decisions taken by the Scientific Commitiee. It seems to me that most of
us will be ready to support ik, As I understand it, Me, Jermyn expressed a
contrary view, He also said that the work which was done by the Committee
of Three was valuable, but it seems that it is his opinion that work by the
Committee of Three has been finished and that there is no necessity to
continue this work any lcnger, It seems that he does not think it necessary
that this work should be continued. This is Mr Jermyn's cpinion, on which
nobody has commented as yet. I think it would be premature to draw any
conclusions froem this,

That is Just by way of explanation,

Mr. C.G. SETTER (Australia): I would just like to clarify the
pesition in my own mind, as I see it, We have before us a propesal by the
Scientific Committee that an approach be made to FAQ to continue this work on
behalf of the Commission,

Whilst I am not at present in a position to commit the Australian
Government with regard to any additional expense in this matter, I think they
generally agree that this work should go om. I personally would hope that
it would be possible for the Committee of Three to carry on for at least
another year.

The CHAIRMAN: (Interpretation): It seems to me that r. Setter is
supporting the proposal by the Scisntific Commitise. Are there any other
points cf view?

If there are no more comments, then I think we will poll the
Commissioners on the proposals moved by the Scientific Committee and
also on Mr, Jesmyn's proposal. Is evorybedy in favour of that procedure?

Mr, R,L, JERMYN (New Zealend): I am not clear what you are
proposing to take a poll om, As I understand it, the Sclentifiec Committee
has recommended that somebcdy negotiate with the FAO with a view to getting
this job done by FAO rather than the Committee in the future. Is someone
now suggesting that the Cormittee of Three should continue as well or in
place of the the FAO deing it?
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The CHATRMAN (Interpre'tation): There may be some misunderstanding.
As T understand it, the Scientific Committee think it is necessary for the
Commiftee of Three to continue their work, and that this work should be
closely connected with FAQ.

As I understood Mr. Jermyn, I think he said that as their work was
finished there was no need to continue the Committee of Three,

It seems to me vhat there we have two different proposals. Therefore,
according to the rules of progedure, we should take a vote on that,

Mr. R.L, JZRMYN (New Zealand): I am sorry, I cannot understand
who has suggested that the Committee of Three should continue. This does
not appear in the Scientific Committee's Report at all.

/Dr. N,A, MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom)
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. Dr, W,A, HACKIIO3H (United Kingdom): I think there is one point
that wants clearing up, e &id not recommend that the Committee of Three
should continue, On the contrary, in pasragraph 25 of our Ieport we said:

"Clearly the present arrangements by which the
initial work has beesn done voluntarily hy a
Special Committee of three experts cannot continue,"”,

Hovwever, we put forward the idea that FAO mipht take on this work, e
do not neecgssarily say that that is the only way to do it. If it were not
done by FAQ and the Committee of Three were willing to continme, of course that
would be ancther possible way of doing it, but we felt that the Conmittee of
Three had dons so much in addition to their ordinary work that it was reaily
rather a lot to ask them to do uwore,

Mr, Wm,C, HERRINGTCN (USA): We should like to ask for clarification
of what Mr, Jermyn has proposed, since we have a different understanding of
the question he raised,

e understand that he referred to the fact that three years ago this
Commission set up a Committee of Three and undertook by 1964 to get its
policies in line with the conclusions which would be developed from the vork
of the Committee of Three, At this Mceting the Commission has so far largely
ignored the conclusions of the Committee of Three,

T understood Iir, Jermyn o raise the question as to whether or not it
was the intention of the Comnission to mske use of the conclusions of the
scientists and put them into effect, or whether it ~as the intention to ignore
the conclusions of the scientists, I would like to lmow whether this, indeed,
is the issue that he raised,

Mr, H, GARDNER (United Kingdom): I wonder if I can make a
suggestion in the hope of rescolving this issue, Certain Delegates,
possibly the New Zealand Delspgate, feel that =ome Comasissioners have paid
so little regard to the work of the Committee of Three that we might as well
disband this body, I think that is possibly their point of wview, Other
Commissioners, on the other hand, would like this work to continue, e may
not, in the end, take decisions at this Commission this year +which would be
in accordance with the —ishes of all members round this table, but thers is
also 4964 to come, I tnink it would be very unfortunate if we came through
to our 1964 Meeting and found that this work of the Committee of Three had
been discontinued, On the other hand, some Delegates do not seem willing
at this time to cormit themselves to making permanent arrangements for the
future,

What I would like to suggest, therefore, if this is possible, is that the
existing arrangements for the Committee of Three should be carried on for one
further year,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, i, Gardner,

Mr, Jermyn, we seem to be having a very long discussion on this,

Mr, R,L. JEY¥ (New Zcaland): I am sorry, .r, Cha:rman; this is
not of my choosing, but our views were asked,
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I think Mr, Cardner has helped to clarify the position, Perhaps we
have confused the issue by talking in terms of continuing the work of the
Committee of Three, It seems to me theore are two problems which arise from
the Scientific Comaittee's Re.ort, The first is whether to coatinue, for
one year or longer, the kind of special stock assessment research being done
by the Comnittee of Three, Secondly, if we arree that the answer to the
first question is, "Yes", how should we do it?  Sheould we continue the
Committee of Three?  Should we ask FAC to do it? Or should we mwake some
other errangement?

411 T -ras saying in my first statement on this point was simyly that my
Government is seriously unhappy about the thought of simply continuing this
kind of work for a year or further years, We agree that the Committee of
Phree has done a first-class job; we agree that there is more work o be done
in this field, We have, however, a feeling that this is the way the Com:ission
salves its conscience about taking unfortunate decisions, by saying chat ve
are arranging to have further research done, That is why "ve have misgivings
about this kind of research, '

If, however, other members of the Commission decide that they want to
continue research, we would obviously go along with that, Then 1t comes %o
the question of how we do it, if seople want to continue the work of the
Committee of Three I camnot give any undertaking on behalf of my Government
that Mr., Allen's services could still be made available on the basis on which
they have been in the past,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): I think the question is now clear
enough, There does not seem to be any necessity to carry oan the discussion
any longer, Is everybedy in favour of this? (Agreed)

I think it is still necessary to take a wvote on the recommendations of
the Scientific Committee in items 27 to 30

, Dr, W,M, SPRULES (Canada): I do not think we have disposed of

item 28 of this section, and item 29 has to do with something guite different,
Item 30 is just a Soviet reservation with regard to item 27, It would seem
to me that the specific recommendation of the Scientific Committee requiring
ocur attention is contained in paragraph 27. This is a firm recommendation
about an action the Commission would take to negotiate with FAO to find out
if there would be some way in which that Organization might continue the work
of the Committee of Three for, perhaps, one or more years, L think we are
just concerning ourselves with item 27 of the Scientific Committee's Report,

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Dr, Sprules, that is
what I thought at the beginning, that we should take a vote on item 27,

Mr, ¢,G, SETTER (Australia): 4Are we voting on the recommendation
of the Scientific Committee on an a_proach being made to FAO in regard to the
continuation of stock assessment work? Is that what we are voting on?

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): We want to take a poll of the
Commissioners on item 27 of the recommendations by the Scientific Committee,
Is that clear to Mr, Setter?
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Mr, 0,G, SZITER (Australia): Yes, thank you,

Mr, H, GARDNER (United Kingdom): I should only like to mention
that the proposition I made a little while ago was, in fact, an amendment

to the recommendation of the Scientific Comuittee, My reccommendation was
that e should continue the existing arrangements, if that were possible, for
one further year, That is, therefore, a different proposal from fthat in

paragraph 27, and you may fesel that that proposal should be voted on first.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Am I right in understarding that
Mr, Gardner asks that his proposal be voted on first?  7hat I had in wind was
that this propesal could be voted after,

Dr, A.R. KELLOGG (USA): Ik, Gardner's proposal is an amendment and
has to be voted on first,

The CHAIRMAN (iInterpretation)- Are therc any objections to this
amendment?

Lir, R,i, JERWYN (Néw Zealand): I should like it sut to a vote,
¥r, Chairman,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): GCentlemen, we are going to vote on
the recommendat_on put forward in item 27 with the amendment made by Mr, Gardner,
Are there any objections?

Dr, W.l. SFRULzS (Canada): I think we are in some difficulties here,
I presume we are voting on a suggestion that we ask the Commission to ask the
owners of these three gentlemen whether they would make their services available
again for another year, We do not know whether this could be done. We have
already heard from ir, Jermyn that he has some doubt as to whether kir, Allen's
services can be continued, I rather expect that some of the other gentlemen
are in the same position on this Committee of Three. It would seem to me
that perhaps we had better find out, before we vote on this, whether there is
some possib.lity of the group being able to continue to serve us, If this
is not possible, then we are sim;ly voting on & proposal for the Commission
to approach the people for whom these gentlemen work ond asking them to nske theiz
services available for one more year,

Mr, H. GARDNER (United Kingdom): I do agree that my proposition
falls to the ground if the three countries are not prepared to make the
gervices of these sclentists available, Horever, since this Commission does
noet seem willing to tzke a long-term decision, the sensible course seems to
be to make some short-term arrsngements, I was hoping that the three bodies
which have been so helpful to us in the past would continue to be helpful for
one more year,
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I am willing to consider a slight medification of my amendment to
meet this contingency, The sort of wording I have in mind would be:

"That the Commission resolves to ask the Scientific
Committee to continue its work in the asalysis of
the stocks of whales and,

(1) requests the members of the Comuittes of
Three, with the approval of their Governments,
to continue this work for one more year, ard

(2) reguests the Secretary to diseuss with the
Director General of ©AQ the possibility of that
Organization undertaking this work thercaf'ter if
requested,"

That means, we hope, that the Committee of Three and the authorities
responsible for them will agree to this carrying on for one year and that the
Secretary will ascertain for our benefit next year -thether FAO would be able
to help, Then e should be able to come to some decision next year as to the
continuance of this waork.

If it is the wwish of the Commission, I would be prepared to modify my
resolution in this way,

The CHAIRMAY (Interpretation): Thank you, Mr. Gardner,

Is the amenduent put forward by i, Gardner clear to averybody? Is there
any necessity to have further consultation concerning that?  ‘Jould Mr. Holt
like to say anything on this maiter?

Mr, S,J, HOLT (FAO): When the Scientific Committee proposed that
perhaps FAO should be approached to sce what arrangements might be made for
that Organizatzon te holp with the stock assessment work on a continuing basis
I did get into contact with my Director, He said that he thought that the
~ Organizat.on would agree to negotiate and could agree to accept that kind of
responsibility in principle, The details, of course, would have to be worked
out, He d4id indicate that they swere watching with greet interest what action
the Commission were taking on the Report made so far, because a considerable
amount of time had besen spent on this work,

I imagine that if the Organization were asked if I could participate in
the Committee of Three there would be agreement in prineiple to this, although
I should like to say that in osractice the amount of time reguired from all of
us has been greater than any of us could really spare, For this reason we
have had to dewend quite a lot on the assistance of other scientists, in
particular of ir., Gulland, in the past year, I I were able to continue for
one more year as a member of the Committee of Three I should have to ask the
Commission to agree that some of the work which would be my responsibility
might be undertaken by people working with me, under my supervision, at FAQ,

/ir, I, FUJITA (Japan),,..,.
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Mr, I, FUJITA (Japen) (Interpretation): We heard with interest

the contributions of variocus speakers concarning the proposal of. whether

or not the Committee of Three should be continued and in what way it should
be cantinusd, Since we do not have much time, we would like %o settle the
programme as soon as possible. It app=ars to us that paragraph 27 of

the Secientific Committee Rgport was decided after consideration by the
Scientific Committee itself in consultetion with the Committee of Three,
Therefcre, we wou.d agree to adopt paragraph 27 without the amendment,

The CHATRMAN {Interpretation): I think that since Mr. Gardner
has moved an amendment to the proposal we will have to take some action on it.
I wuld ask ycu whether everysody understands the amendment as put forward
by Mp. Gardner and whether it will be necessary to have it in written form.

Mr, R.L. CERMYN (New Zeeland): I wonder if you could perhaps
read it out once again. ,

_ The CHAIRMAN (Ipterpretation): I would ask Mr, Gerdner to read
his amendment out at dictation speed.

Mr, H, GARDNER (United Kingdom): It is as follows:

"The Commission resolve to ask the Seilentific
Committee to continue its work in analysis
of the stocks of whales and

(1) requests the Members of the
Committee of Three with the
approval of their governments
to continue this work for one
more year and

{2) requests the Secretary.to
digscuss with the Director-
General of ¥,A.0, the
possibility of that organisa-
tion undertaking this work
theresafter if requested,"

Dr. W.,M, SPRULES (Canada): I would like through you,
Mr, Chairman, to ssk Mr, Gardner what would happen if this resolution
were adopted and the approval of the governments concerned was not
obtained. Would there be any assessment-done in the coming year?

My, H. GAADNER (Upited Kingdom): I think in those circumstances
the Scientific Committee would have to take over,
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The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): I should now like to put
Mr, Gardner's amendment fo the vote,

The Secretary will now teke a pell of the Commissioners.

Avpentina: Abstain
Augtralia: Yes

Canada: Yes
Denmark: Abstain
France: No

Iceland: Not present
Japan: Ne¢

Mexico: No
Netherlands: Yes

New Zealand: Abstain
Norway: Yes

Sweden: Not present
USSR : Abstain
USA: Yes

United Kingdom: Yes

{There being 6 votes in favour and 3 against with
l, abstentions the amendment was carried.)

(The Conference adjourned at 11.15 a.m. and
reconvened at 11.35 a.m.)

Mr, T. FUJTEA (“apan) (Interpretation):  Befnre the coffee
break the amendment which was proposed by Mr. Gardner to paragraph 27 of
the Report of the Scientific Commitiee vas adopted, At that time the
Japanese Delegation voted against it simply because we did not know how
much expenditure would be involved if Mr, Gerdner's amendment were
adopted., We do not knew whether the budget which will be neaded for the
i.plementation of Mr, Cardner's proposal will be more or less than the
figure of £3,000 which appears in paragraph 28 in connection with
paragraph 27. We are not suggesting that a discussion on the budget
should be undertaken at this moment. We will be quite happy to discuss
this when a suitable opportunity arises, However, we would like to know
how much expenditure will be involved., We would like the amount of the
tudget to be discussed in commection with the amendment.

Mr. H, GARDNER (Upited Kingdom): I had thought we might
possibly discuss this when we counsider the Repert of the Finance and
Administration Committee, but if it is the wish of the Commission, perhaps
I could say a few words now.

It did seem to me that the Scientific Committee was quite right in
saying that for a long-term investigation it wculd be more econcmical
to make arrangements through F.A.0, because in the long term you could not
expect the United States and New Zealand Governments and the F.,A.0. %o make
the services of the three scientists available without cherge.  However,
we aire, in fact, hoping that they will be prepared %to do this for one
further year, and with that provision it seems to me that the cost would
certainly not be in excess of £3,000, I note that in one year, as given
in the Tables armexed to IW(/15/2, the cost of this Committee »~f Three
was only £2,200. Last year when they held their special meeting in
Seattle the cost came to £;,100. Possibly Mr, Chapman can give a
better indication, having regard to the work which might fell to the
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Committee in the next twelve months, as to what the cost might be, but
T had understood from 2 talk with him that it was certainly not likely to
exceed £3,000 and might well be less.

The CHAIRMAN (Inpterpretation): Is Mr, Fujita content with the
clarification which has been given by M. Gardner?

Mp, T. FUTITA (Japen) (Interpretation): It hes satisfied me for
the time being, but as I stated before I think that some discussion concerning
the budget should take place at some appropriate time during this Commission
Meeting.

The CHATRIAN (Interpretation): We will all bear in mind that
a final decision will be talen on thet when we consider the Report by the
Tinance and Agminictration Commitvtee.

Ag you can see from the Report, the election of a new Cheirman tock
place in the Scientific Commitiee, Dr. Mackintosh, having been in the
service of the Commission for a very long pericd of time, asked not %o be
the Chairmen any longer., It seems that his request has been satisfied.
Professcr Faud will now replace Dy, Meckintosh in the Chair of the Seientific
Committee. I am sure that everybody will join me in thanking Dy. Mackintosh
for having done very valuable work for the Commission and in wishing every
success to Professcr Ruud in his work as Chairman of this Committee,

T think we can say that we accept bcth the Reports presented by
the Scientific Committee ~ the first Report which was circulated earlier and
the second Report dealing with the meeting the Committee held during the
annual Meeting.  Are Yhere any other comments?

Dr. N.A., MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom): Could I just thank you
very much for the kind things you have said? It has been a pleasure to work
on this Committee, but I would like to say that I do not know how L could have
managed without the ko of Professair Ruud who has worked very closely with
re during these yeers. If I can help him to anything like the same extent
in the future I shall be very happy to 43 so.

The CHATRMAN ({interpretation): Thank you...
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The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Dr Mackintosh T
think we all appreciate your wish tc help with the work of the Scientific
Committee in future,

Weuld anybody like to make any comments on the final decision on the
report of the Three Scientists? If thers are no comments, that means that
the Report of the Scientific Committes is accepted. (Agreed)

We now come to the report of the Pinance and Administration Committee.
That is dealt with under items 4 and 14 of the main Agenda, May I invite
Mr, Gardner to give his review of the report

Mr. H, GARDNER: The Committee had before it document ILYC/15/2
which covered the financial statements and the notes by the Secretary.
That was the main document which was considered by the Finance and
Administration Cemmiitties,

We held two quite short meetings, They were very harmenious meetings.
We reached complete agreement on this document, and our report has been
circulated as I¥C/15/18. We hope very much that the Commission will be able
tc agree our recommendations as rapidly as we were able to agree to put -them
before the Commission,

First of all, paragraph 2 of this Report deals with the statement of
income and expenditure for the year ending 31st May 1963, That was based
on the statement attached to IWC/15/2.

Also given, was a prcvislonal balance shect for that year, I do not
think I need go into the details,

Both that stabtement of income and expenditure, and the provisiocnal
balance sheet, were recommended to the Commission for acceptance.

We also examined both the ordinary and the extraordinary budgets which,
again, have been ecirculated, We recommend that those two budgets should also
be recommended for acceptance,

We did note that certain countries were in airears with their subscripiions,
We make our budgets on the assumption that every country will pay. If certain
countries do not pay, -then that creates difficulties from the peint of view
of the finances of this Commission,

We have, therefore, in this Report called attention to the position of
Argentine and Panama, and we have asked especially that those govermments should
now bring their subscripticn up tc date.

Ve did note that the Netherlands Government which rejoined the
Commission had, of their cwn free will, made a payment of £250 in respect
of the year 1961/62, We felt that that gesture was one which deserved
appreciaticn from the members of the Commission,

That deals with paragraph 2 of this Repert,

Paragraph 3 deals with the estimated income and expenditure for the
year ending 3lst May 1964, There again, looking at the ordinary budget,
there will be certain provisions which may somewhat increase our printing
expenditure in the coming year, What we had in mind in particular wes the
expense of publishing the Report of the Committee nf Threc This will, I
think, be appended — as we have agreed - to the Report of the Feourteenth
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Meeting of this Cormmission, and we only menfion that point so that it can
be noted by the Commission,

The extraordinary budget, of course, covers the travel and subsistence
costs of the Committee of Three Scientists in attending the Fifteenth
Meeting of the Commissicn and the Meeting of the Scientific Committee
last week.

We note that, allowing for this expenditure, there will in the
extraordinary btudget be a balance of £684 at 31lst May 1964, and that is a
point which the Commission may wish to take into account when looking at
item 25 to which I shall come,

We tock note of the International Ubserver Scheme, and since, as we
understood the position, the cost of the Observer Scheme would fall on the
five Antarctic pelagic whaling countries and would not in any way fall upm
the Commission as a whole, we felt there was no nceed to make any
recormendation on that for this purpose.

T now come to what is perhaps the item in this report that members may
wish to consider more closely We have now agreed that for one further
year the Committee of Three should continue its work. I mentioned earlier
my theughts that the expenditure - assuming the services of the Three
Scientists are made available for this purpese without charge - should not
exceed £3,000, although we have no precise estimate now of what the expenditure
will be and probably Dr Chapman will be abla to help on that But it
certainly seems that the expenditure under this heading should not be more
than £3,000 in the coming year, and mey well be less, The Committee did
not feel it was its function to recommend whether or not there should be a
continuing investigation, but merely to recommend, if there were a continuing
investigation, hov the cost should be met. Hitherte, the cost of the
Committee of Three has, as I understand it, fallen entirely on the five
Antarctic pelagic whaling countries. It semed to our Committee that the
work of the Committee of Three, although specifically of concern to those
five countries, was also a matter of concern to all member countries of
this Commission, It seemed to us in principle that it was right that part
of the cost should fall on the Commission as a whole, and the greater part
of +the cost should continue to be divided between those five countries in
proportion to their guotas '

That is the proposal, therefore, which is made in paragraph 5, the
second half of paragraph 5, as to the way the cost of this investigation
by the Turee Scientists should be met in the current financial year. We
would suggest that each member country of the Commission should be called
upen to make a payment of £50 towards the costs nf the work of the Committee
of Three in this present year. That would bhe additienal to the ordinary
contributions they make of £300 a year. This contribution of £50 from
each member country would provide £C0, and we recommend that the balance
over £90C should be divided betwcen the five Antarctic pelagic whaling
countries in proportion to their guotas, Of thc cost of £3,0CC, that means
that £2,100 will fall to be divided between those five countries, If the
cost were less than £3,000 then a sum of less than £2,100 would fall to be
divided in this wey. But we did note, according to the estimates which
have been circulated to the Commission, that there was a balance of £68L
estimated up to the end of the year ending 31st May 1964, and we thought
that that balance - which had arisen from contributions already made by
the five Antarctic pelagic whaling countries - could properly be talken
into sccount in deciding what contribution they should make in the current
year.

Therefore, if thet proposal for dealing with the cost of the Committee
of Three in the current year is approved, thure will need to be made an
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alteration to the estimate of income and expenditure for the year ending
3lst May 1964, the estimate which has already been circulated.

There was one further point we considered on an entirely different
subject from finance. This comes under the heading of administration
0f course, this Committee is respensible for administration as well as
finance. We had befors us a letter from the Commissioncr for Norway on
behalf of the Government of Norway inviting the Commission to held its
Sixteenth Meeting in Park Hotel, SBandef jord, Norway, in the week
commencing 22nd Junc 196k, Mr, Sjaastad +o0ld us that accommodatirn
would also be available in the preceding ten days for meetings of the
Scientific Committee and the North Pacific group, and that there would
be no charge for the use of confsrence rooms, The Committee gave
careful consideration to this matter, One peint to which we gave
special consideration was whether this Commission would be ready to meet
on 22nd June, which is a woek earlier than we usually mees. We received
advice from the SBecretary that that would not give rise to any inconvenience,
and we understood from the Norwegian representatives that it might be
difficult to arrange a meeting a week later. In those circumstances,
we felt ocurselves vory appreciative of this offer of the Norweigan Government.
We recommend to the Commissicn that they should be thanked warmly for their
invitation, and we recommend that this offer should be accepted,

I shall be vory happy to answer any gquestions which any member may wish
to put on this repcrt.

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Would you like to ask questions
of Mr, Gardner? I would like to emphasise that I mean only questions.

Mr, I, FUJITA (Japan) (Interpretation): We are grateful for the
explanation which was given by Mr, Gardner concerning the contribution and the
method by which that contribution shall be shared by the countries concerned,
Do we understand that the expenses will not exceed £3,000, and that the
mothod of allocation will be in accordance with paragraph 5 of the Finance
and Administration Committee's Report? Would you please confirm that,

Mr, H., GARDNER: That is quite right. That is my understanding,
that the work will certainly not exceed £3,000. On that basis, we rccommend
distributicn of that cost on the basis set cut in this Report.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Would any other Commissioner like
to ask a question? I would again emphasise that they should be questions,

Mr, G.J., LIENESCH {Netherlands): We were pleased to hcar the
remarks made by Mr. Gardner in connection with the Finance and Administration
Committee's Report However, we have oconsidered the situacion with regard
to the visit to Sandefjord at the end of Juns 1964, Wculd it be possible
to have the meeting still earlicr? I am aware that it is difficult teo
have adequate time in which %o draw up preliminary statistics on the
previous season, but for the industry concerned it would be very convenient
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if they were able to make up their minds whether or not they wished *o

take part in the Antarctic whaling in accordance with the decision of the
Commission on the unit limits for the following season. It seems quite
evident that we may expect that, as a result of the dccision of this meeting,
there will be a smaller catch possibility in the 1964/65 season, and it
would appear that decisions would have to he taken as to whether or net %o
send out less expeditiocrs then hithertd, It all depends on the outcome of
the deliberations at Sandefjord, and therefore in the interests of the
industry it would be advisablec to have the meeting somewhat earlier, It
would be preferable to have it as early as possible; and the figures for
1963/6l have to bo teken into account,

I would like an idea as to whether there is any possibility of getting
an earlier date for the meeting in Sandef jord than is now proposed for
consideration by the Commission,

/Phe CHATRMAN: I understand ....
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The CHAIRMAN (Interprotation): I understand that this is not only

a quastion from lr, Lienesch but a remark, I wonder whether Mr, Lisnesch
would object to our discussing this question later when we consider the
matter of our next iiceting,  (Agreod)

Dr, ¥,i, SFRULES (Canada): I should like to ask whether the
Chairman of the Comiiittee of Three can confirm kr, Gardner's expectation that
the cost of continuing the Jommittsze's work next year will, indeed, be
£30CC or less,

Dr, D.G. CHAFLAN (Committee of Three Scientists): I have made a
hurried study of the possible costs and belicve that i, Gardner's estimate is
guite correct, There will, of course, be no salary costs involved, or very
minimal ones for some routine assistance, On the other hand, of course, there
will be larger travel costs, Hewever, I think these will approximately
balance, So that I feel quite confident that the investigetion and the
additional analyses can be carried on for the sum of £3000,

1 am not sure whether this is the most eppropriate time to do it, but I
should like to call the attention of the Commiasion to the valuable assistance,
the extremely valuable assistance, which the Committee of Three has had
during the past year from ir. Gulland, I should like to state thait, if the
Committee of Three fcel that they can continue this work during the next year,
they would very much aspreciatc having the continued assistance of
hr, Gulland, If the Eritish Govermment can provide ifr, Gulland's services
on the same basis as the New Zealand Goverament provides Mr, Allen's services,
my ovm are provided by the United States' Govermment, and ur, Holt's by FAQ,
we should like this Committee of Three to become, in fact, a Committee of
Four for the coming ycar fto carry on the asscssment which you have regucsted
us to continue to make for this one ycar,

The CHAIRMAN’(Interpretation): Thank you, Lr, Chapman, Is
Dr, Sprules content with the answer?

Dr, W,1i, SPRUL4S (Canada): Yes, thank you,

Mr, H, GAZDIER (United Kingdom): I would only like to say that we
shall, of course, be very hazpy to continue the same asrrangements wiith regard
to the serviges of Ir. Gulland,

The CHAIRLAN (Interpretation): Thank you, by, Gardser,

If there are no further questions, may I have your comments? I think
it would be wise for us to take comments on the different sections of the
Report, We will take item 2 -- and only item 2 -- first, I would like to
have your comments on item 2 of the Pinance and Administration Committee's
Report,

As you see, this item consists of two points, The first part is that
vie should accept both the ordinary and the extraordinaery budgets. The
second part concerns the contributlons from Argentina and Fanema vwhich are
still outstanding, The proposal there is that we should send a letter to
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these Governments asking them to pay their contributions,

Are there any comments on this item of the Report? If there are no
comments, does that mean that this paragraph is agreed unon? (Agreed)

fe now come to item 3 of the Report which is the ostimaied income and
expenditure for the year ending 31 may, 196%4, It may be your wish that this
should be discussed together =ith item 5, 1f there are no objections, we will
take items 3 and 5 together in cur discussion,

Dr, W.i. 37RULES (Canada): With regerd to item 3, there is a
statement that there is money available in the ordinary budget to cover the
expenses of publishing the Rezort of the Committee of Three, 1 am not sure
whether this will come up at any other time in our leeting, but I should Llike
to express, on behalf of Canada, en garnest hope that the Report of the
Coumitiee of Three be properly published and made available for distribution,.

Mr, H, GARDNER (United Kingdom): I wonder if there may not be some
misundersianding here, hat I understand is that the Report of the Commitiee
of Three will be published as an Appendix to the Proceedings of this Commisszion
and will, thereforec, fall on the ordinary budget, The zum of £684 will not
be available for meeting that cost,

Dr, W,u. SPRUL=S (Canada): Am I correct in assuming, then, that
there is no other place on our Agenda where we could discuss the publication
of the Report of the Commitiee of Three?

¥, H, GAIZDNER (United Kingdom): I am new to the procedures of this
Commission, bul I had understood that when we approved the Report of this
Cormission for 1lts fouwrteenth year that would include approval for publication
both of that Report and its Appendices, and one of the Appendices is the Report
of the Committee of Three,

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): May I ask the Seccretary to comment:
on this?

The SECRITARY: ‘Vhat Nr, Cardner has said is correct, It is
contemplated that the Report of the Committee of Three will be published in
the Fourteenth Annual Report whieh is likely to be published before Christmas,

I would add that this is guite normal for us, It is quite the normal
thing for us to produce as Appendices special resorts and publicetions which
we receive, This is not any big thing for us,

¥Mr, C.G. SEYTER (Australia): In relation to paragraph 5 of this
Report, I would just like to clarify Australia's position, I have no
authority to commit my Government to any additional payments in relation to ‘the
Conmiission, I should, therefore, like to reserve Australia's positwion,
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Captain A, N. SOLYANLK (USSR)(Intarpretation}: I should like to
say a few words concerning paragraph 5, As we have already informed the
Commission, we have adopted a large programme of reseswrch for the coming
year, It is likely that, according to our estimate, we shall have spent
all the money which we have designated for this pursose, That is why it
seems unlikely that #e shall find it possible to inerease the contribution
by £50, The same may be sald about the further increase in annual contri-
butions eoncerning the acditional sum of £2100 which must be divided on the
basis of the quota a;rsement,

lir, R,L. JERMYN {New ZSealand): The Commission will recall that
when we disecussed whether there should be such a cowtinuing research programme
I expressed my Covernment's misgivings about that, The Commission has,
however, decided to undertalke such a one-year programme at least, On that
ground alone I feel I must reserve my position when it comes to the guestion
of financing it,

There is a second ground for reservation by New Zealand on this proposal,
and that is our misgivings in the light of the use to which such scientific
evidence is being put and our misgivings about putting any of that on the
normal budget of the Comuission as a vwhole,

On both these grounds I must join lir, Setter in reserving my Government's
position on the proposal as a whole, and particularly on the question of
increasing the normal budget by £50 for all menbers,

Mr, I, FUJITA (Japan)(Interpretation): According to the
Constlitution of the Japanese Government, any cxpenditure mmst be approved
by the Diet and, therefore, all that we can say is that we shall pay in
accordance with the annual budgetary appropriations, I will, of course,
do my best to pet authorizaticn by the Diet,

I should like to ask a2 question in connexion with vhat has been stated
by the U3SR, namely, that they will not be able to pay the cost, Australia
and New Zealand have also made reservations on the assessment of the contri-
bution. e are wondering whet will happen when these countries have ceased
to pay the costs and only the remaining countries are paying them, That is
the situation which arises from the statements made by the Delegations I have
mentioned,

Mr, E, FERMANDGZ-RIVERA (Mexico)(Interpretatiom): I cannot give
any decision regasrding my country's attitude about the £50 contribution until
I have consulted with them,

Mr, I. FUJITA (Japan)(Interpretation): No answer has been given
to the question I raised just now, either by the Delegates or by the {Chairman,
We would like to know what the result #ill be when this positicn arises,

/Coptain A,N, SCLYANIK .....
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Capt. A.N, SOLYANIK (U.S.S.R.) (Interpretation}: In order that
Mr. Fujita can have the answer as early as possible, I can give the
explanation now, I fully understand that some Commissionsrs have rcserved
their position on this question. Each country has its own budget and its
own expenditures. Each country has its own rules as to how these
expenditures should be allocated to the corresponding organisations.
When we were preparing what views to put before this Meeting, no comments
were made on this., Nobody can know what incrsases in expenditure there
will be for the 196} Budget. hether this sum of money is £50 or £5,000
there is a great need for this to be laid dovm in a formal way, This
gquestion must be solved by the ruling organisations, At the present moment
vie are unable to say yes. It seems to me that if the International Observer
Scheme is approved, this may make it much easier for us to accept all these
expenditures. However, today we are uneble to vote in favour of any
additional expenditures.

Mr, I. FUJITA {Japen) (Interpretation): We have roughly
understood what has been said by Captain Solyanik. We understand that
due to the procedure takenly their Government they ceannot sey anything
definite on behalf of their Government. In fact, he has made reservations
concerning the costs and allocation. We do think that the Commissioners
should do their best in the light of the decision vhich will be taken now.

When Captain Solyesnik made his lirst statement we understood him to say
that they had used up 2ll the money set aside for this purpose and were
not in 2 position to be able to pay. That is the reason why I am raising
this question, I understand now that according to the domestic procedure
that will be decided by the Government, and he cennot say anything definite
now. That is vhat we understood him to say.

Capt. A.N. SOLYANTIX (U.S.S8.R.) (Interpretation): Your understand-
ing of our position is correct. First of all, we must register this
additional sum of money officially. Secondly, our estimate of expenditure
for the forthcoming year hrs already been adopted. A lot of difficultics
would be created if we tried to make any changes to 1t as regards increased
payments.

Mr. R.L. JERMYN (New Zealand): Could I ask one question for
clarification? At the time the Finance Commititee propared this Rgport
- I remember because I sat on it - we were thinking in terms of how to
finance & programme which went on for several years., You will notice
that it talks about the ennual sum required, ¢%~,, so that it would
have meant for Members other than the Big Five an increase of £50. a ytar
for several years. Tn the light of the decision we have taken on the
regearch programme, vhich is that we will have a one-yeal' programme
only run by the Committee of Three, can I assume that what is now
suggcsted is that there will be a special one-year only additional
contribution of £50. asked from Member Governments rather than a regular
increcaze of the Budget from £300 to £350 every year?

Mr. H, GARDENER (Upited Kingdom): Perhaps I can deal both
with this question and with what Captain Sclyanik has said.
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He said that wo hed, in fact, approved the estimate of income and
expenditure but that is not so, The last sentence of paragraph 5 says
that, "If this scheme is agreed & carrisponding alieration will have
to be made to the Estimate of Income and Expenditure for the year ending
May 3lst, 1964", and I would like to suggest that if, in fact, this
recommendation is agreed the Secretary should circulate a revised estimate
of income and expenditure vhich can then be formally approved. There would
have to be inserted in that in the Crdinary Budget this contribution of
£900 %o the cost of the Committes of Three onc one side and on the cother
gide there would have to be the contributions from the Contrecting Governments
of £350 instead of £300. In the Extraordinary Budget there weould have
to be provision for the balance of the cost for the expenditure cn the
work of the Committee of Scientists and the contributions from the five
Governments,

Dealing with Mr., Jermyn's point, we have only recommended that this work
should be cerried on for one year, and we should consider at our next
Meeting in the light of the Sgcretary's discussions with F,A,0. vhat provision
should be made thereafter, Therefore, our only resolution today is that
there should be a special additicn for this year, as I understand it, of
£50 to the coniributions from Member countries, and the position for the
future would be considered afresh at our Meceting in twelve months' time.

Mr, R,L, JERMYN (New Zealand): The reason I esked that question
was because I think it does make a very great difference to how we proceed.
Clearly if we had a long-term prograime it would have to be financed every
year and proper allowance would have to be made. If we are thinking of a one-
year only progremme and are worrying about how to finance it for the next
yoar, it seemz to me thai we ought to lock very closely at the fact that our
budget provides for us to end the year with a balance of over £3,000.

This is, of course, a fictional balance in that it includes income in
arrears which has not come to hand but there is at least £900, there.

I reslise we must keep our reserves up, but I wonder whether we nsed %o
eontemplate asking Members fer £50. contribution for & one-year only scheme
when there seems to be money in the balance to cover it.

, The CHAIRMAN (Interpretetion): Are there any other comments
on this matter? May I take it that there are no other commenis?

I would now like to have your views on the following matter. We could
take a decision on the Ordinary Budget of the Commission without considering
the expenditure for the Committee of Three, After that we might take a
decision on the Extraordinary Budget. Would you be in favour of this?
(Agreed) Are there any objections concerning that first part, the
Ordinary Budget of the Commission?

Mr, R.L, JEEMYN (New Zgaland): I am sorry. This is my fault.
I am confused, Do you mean is there any objection to the Ordinery Budget
as suggested by the Committee or the Ordinary Budget with a £50 addition?

, The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): I would like to repeat that this
does not include the expenditure involved in the Committee of Threz's work.
If there are no further comments on this, I declars that the Ordinary Budget
is accepted.
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Ag far =s the Bxtracrdinary Budget is concerned, most of the people
who spoke rcse:ved their positions subject to the approval of their
Governments.  There was also a proposal to invite our Governments to
approve of this Budget. There wns also an opinion cxpressed by
Mr, Jermyn of New Zealend that ‘he cxpenditure involved in the work of the
Committee of Three should be borne only by five counitrics engeged in the
Antarctic pelogioc whaling, Aa I right in understonding that an copinion
wes cxpressed to that ¢ifect?

¥r. R.L., JERMYN (New Zealend): I think I may have confused you
here, I was not suggestin- for o moment that the whole £3,000 should ocome
from our Budgets but simply that if the Commission as o whole feels that
all Membirs should pey pert of the cost of the programme - end the paper
recomuends that they pay £300 of it - that is not something which we would
feel happy about. If the Commission feels that it +ants to do that, I put
forward a suggestion that they might think of taking that £900 out of the
Commission's balances, not the whole £3,000,

/The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation)
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The CHATRMAN (Interpretation):  Thank you, Mr, Jermyn, for
this elarification, Do I understand you correctly, that you suggest thet
the balance figure of £68L be used as part of the cxpenditure involved in
The Committee of Three's work?

Mr. R.L. JERMYN (New Zealand): I am sorry that this is developing
into a dialoguc between us; that is not at all my wish.

Are we not confusing here the extraordinary budget with what might be
called a special expenditure on the science programme? The extraordinary
budget is only the budget contributed by the five pelagic powers, and they
are the only pecple who can really say what should happen to any money left
E, T do not think the rest of us can decide to do anything with that

8.,

As T understand it, what the Finance Committee here is suggesting is
that if a research programme costing £3,000 is to be set up, and if the
pelagic five agree to contribute £2,10C of that, they may decide to use
the £684 they have left owing to them It is their money after all. They
may decide to contribute that. But that is a decision for them, I would not
presume to tell them,  All I am suggesting is that if the Commission wants
to draw £900 from Commission funds, it should look at its own Commission
balances, '

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Could I ask the Chairman of the
Finance and Administration Committee to speak on this matter.

Mr, H, GARDNER (United Kingdom): I believe it may be possible
after this discussion to put 2 suggestion which may mcct the views of all
concerned round this teble, that is what I want at least to try to do,

The first pruposal we made is that part of the cost of this investigation,
which we approved at a cost of £3,000, should fall on the ordinary budget.
If thot is accepted, then there will nced to be inserted in the ordinary
budget an item of contribution to the cost of the Committee of £900,
That will fall on the expenditure side, That is the first point +which
this Commission has to decide; should £900 towards the costs of the Three
Scientists fall on the ordinary budget?

The second point is, if that item appears on the exponditure side,
what should you put in cn the income side? The Finance and Administration
Committee suggest that on the income side you ghould insert £350 instead cf
£300 as the contribution of the cighteen member governments, but there is an
alternative, Tn that ordinary budget there is shown at the cnd of the ycar an
estimated balance of £3,441. That sum would be ample to cover this
sum of £90C added to the expenditure, without calling upen additional
contributions for this coming year from member countries, It is true that
the estimated balance of £3,441 assumes that all the countries in arrears
with thoir subseriptions pey up thelr subscriptions, and we hope they -rill
do so.

Howevcr, I would like to suggest, in view of the difficulty that
certain countries round this table feel in sgreeing to a contribution of
£35C instead of £300, that we should leave the contribution at £300 and
allow this £900 to be met out of the balance which we already have in the
budget,
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Dr, .M. SPRULES (Canada): Agreed.

Mr. H, GARDNER (United Kingdom): Having +hisdp00 on the
ordinary budget, the balance of £2,20% will appear on the exbtraordinary
budget reduced by £648, sc that there will be a sum of appruximately
£1,400 toappear on the ordinary budget to be divided among the five
Antarctic pelagic whaling countries.

If T have made that position clear, I think possibly that would meet
the discussion “which has been taking place round this room, and we could
possibly circulate a formal proposal for approval on those lines,

The CHATIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Mr, Gardner,

I feel that we should now adjourn for lunch, and perhaps we might
ask Mr. Gardner if during the short adjournment he would put cverything
he has suggested in written form and circulate it round the table, We

will discuss it after that,

A meeting on the Imternational CObserver Scheme will be held at 1,307
when matters still outstanding on the International Observer Scheme will

be discussed,

We will reconvene in plenary session at 2.30 p.m.

{The Conference adjourned at 12,50 p.m.
and reconvened at 2.45 p.m.)
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The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Will the Meeting please come
to ordor,

When we adjourned before lunch, we were disccussing Mr, Gardner's
proposals, On the basis of that proposal, we now have the draft before
us, This docuricent hos been circuleted around the table. Perhaps
Mr, Gardner has somcthing he would like to add on this draft

Mr H, GARDNER (United Kingdom): I have done my best to set out
clearly on this paper what I put befors the Commission before Iunch, Perhaps
I may suggest that members should have an opportunity to read this to see if
there are any gquestions they wish to ask, but I do think it gives effect
broadly to what we agroed,

There is one point perhaps I should mention. Tt will be noted that a
sum of £900 has heen inserted in the ordinary budget, but the contributions
from the contracting governments remesin unchanged at £300, We have insertcd
in the extraordinary budget £3,000 as the cost of the speciesl investigation,
and that will be met partly by this sum of £900 transferred from the ordinary
budget, partly from the estimated surplus of £68% which apperred originally
and which has now been deleted, and finelly by contribubiong from the five
governments of the Antarctic pelagic whaling counrics in the proportions
shown, adding up to a totdl of £1,45,

It will, of course, be appreciated that none of those five countries
at present has authority to incur this expenditure, but if this resoclution
is pas=sed by this Commission bhoy have agreed to seek authority.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation):;Thank you, Mr, Gardner.

“Would the Commission like to have a short period of time to have a
closer look at this document. I take your silence to mean that you want to
have some short period of time to consider it

Mr, H, GARDNER (United Kingdem): If there are no gquestions on
this document, perhaps I can formelly move its adoption.

The CHATRMAN {Interpretation): Are there any questions to
Mr. Gardner?

Dr. A.R, KELLOGG (U.S.A.): I formally second Mr, Gardner's
proposal,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): I have a question on item
1(e) (ii). 1Is the wording in that paragraph acceptable? It says that
the sum of £1,416 which shall be subdivided between the five Antarctic
pelagic whaling ocountries in sccordance with their gquotas, It seems to
me that the Commission may ask their governments to pay ocut that sum,
May T have the views of the Commissioners representing the five Antarctic
pelagic countries? May I have their views as to the wording of this item?
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Mr. G. SJAASTAD (Nerway) (Interpretation): T agree with the
view which you have Just put forward. I cannot see that the Schedule
of the Convention would give the Commission the right to put extra
obligations on certein member countries, However, the Commission may
pass the recommendation to the five countries to pay amecunts to de with
certain objectives. I shall agree that such 2 recommendation be passed,
However, I do so on the understanding that the Norwegian Government
cannot be bound to pey this amount,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Are there any comments from
the Commissioners representing the five pelagic countries?

Mr, G.J. LIENESCH (Netherlands): I can tell you that we are
fully in agreement with the views Jjust put before the Commission by the
Norwegian Delegate. I am quite willing to present the request of the
Cemmission to my Government for the extra contribution, but I can give
ne proof at the moment that this proposal will be accepted, although for
myself I have the impression that we are prepared to co-operate to the utmost
as regards scientific research,

/The CEATRMAN: ,.........
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Mr, I, FUJLTA (Japan)(Intervretation): Our Delegation agrees
to the wording which appears in this saper, and we shall do our best to ask
our Dist for their approval if the other countries agree to pay the amount
in accordance with the procedure which appears in the paper,

The CHAIRMAY (Interpretation): »r, Gardner, would you be prepared
to have an amendment to this? :

Mr, H. GaRDiR (United Kingdom): Yes, I was wondering if the
views which have been expressed would be met if, in paragraph (c)}{ii),
we inserted the words, "with the agreement of their Governments", It
would then read, "The sum of £1,416 which shall, with the agreement of
their Goverrmentc, be subdivided ,.,,"

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): I think it will be better to

recomnend that they get the consent of the Governments, As far as I under-
stood ift, that is wrhat people here meant, It seems to me that we should
insert the words "Recommend with the consent of the Governments", Can I

have your agreement to this draft resolution, bearing in mind that we have
this amendment? Is therse any objection? If there is no objection the
resolution is carried, (Agreed)

I should like nov to take item 18, Date and Place of WNext keeting, I
understand that we have en invitation from Norway to hold our next kieeling
in that country, This was mentioned by M, Gardner when he was giving a
review of the Comuwitieec's Regort, Ve have also heard the date, 22 June, 1964,
I am sure you will all join me in thanking the representatives of Norway for
invating us to hold our next Heeting in their country, If there are no
chjections to this proposal, I will thank the MNorwegian Government, through
lir, Sjaastad, for their invitation,

Another point here concerns the date of the ileeting, Is the date,
22 June, 1964, accepizble to everybody, bearing in mind that the Norwegian
Delegation has expressed its view that it would be more convenient for XNorway
to have the ieeting convened on that particular date?

Mr, G. SJAASTAD (Norway)(Interpretation): It may, perhaps, be a
motter of some surprize to the Commission that we have suggested this date
and sajd that only this date would be acceptable to us, e were, however,
forced to make a decision here, The reason is that we have to make advance
bookings in the hotels in Sendefjord and it will, unfortunately, not be
possible to change these dates because the hotels where rooms have been
reserved cannot accommodate the Commission at any other time,

(One of the reasons for our choosing Sandef jord as the ieeting place when
the Commission comes to Horway is that there is a very comfortable and modern
hotel there, but as well as that Sandefjord was one of the towns where whaling
was started in Norway, There is a museum there which shows the development
of whaling in Nerway, This is one of the reasons why we should like the
Commission to hold its Heeting in Sandefjord and not in Cslo,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Mr, Sjaastad, for your
kind clarification.
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r, G,J, LIENZSCH (thherlands): ¥e have heard such strong arguments
before the Commission thet I hesitate to meke any other proposal at the moment,

The CHAIRUAN (Interpretation): Do I understand, Mr, Lienesch, that
you sccond the groposal %o have a heeting in Sandefjord? (Seconded oy
Mr, G.J Lienesch)

If there are no further comments, is that agrcéd? (Loreed)

Wz have now dealt with the Report by the Finance and Administration
Gommittee, and that means that we have covered items 4 and 14 of our Agenda,

If there is no objeotion, I wovld suggest that we take item 8 on our
hgenda, Special Scientific Investigation of the Anterctic Whale Stock,

Would Dr, iiackintosh or Professor Ruud like to comment on this matter?

/Dr, N.&. WACKINTOSH,.,..
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Dr. N,A, MACKTNTOSH {United Kingdom): T do not know that
there is anything more I can say beyond what is in the Seientific Report.
T would think that this is, perhaps, o matter on which 2 Membsr of the
Committee of Three or Professzor Ruud night comment since this is looking
to the programmes for the coming year or years,

Prof. J,T. RUUD (Norway): I understand thot Item 8 on the Agenda
deals with the special scicntific investigetion of the Antarctic vhele
stock, the Second Interim Report of the Committes of Three Scientists,
the Report of the Joint Meeting, the Report of the Scientific Sub-

Committee Meeting and the Final Report of the Committee of Three Scientists.
I think that this point ought to be handled by the Cheirman of the Committse
of Three, Dr, Chopman, vho I 2m afrzid is not hore at the moment, or
perhaps by Mr. Heolt.

Mr, S.J, HOLT (Cormittee of Three Scientists): My other two
members have deserted me and we agreed that they should because we felt
that we hed no more to say on this. We thought that this subject had,
in fact, been covered under other Items of the Agenda, through having
discussed at length the recommendations of the Committee of Three both
directly and through the Rgport of the Seicntific Committes.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Mr, Holt, I quite
agrec with what you have just said., Does anybody elsc wish to speak?

Prof. J.T. RUUD (Norway): At our first Plenary Session thesc
Reports were referrcd to the Technical Committee. I do not know if
Dr, Sprules has something to add.

Dr, WM. SPRULES (Canada): This matter was indeed referred to
the Technical Commititee. The final Report of the Committee of Thres was
avellable to us during our discussions. We gave very close consideration
to each of the very important rocommendations contained in the Rgpert but
I ap afrzid that I have nothing further to add,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Are there any comments on this?
If there ore no other proposals then I think we might say thet we receive and
note the Report,

Ttem 9 on the Agenda. Sinoe this matter wos introduced by the U,8,4.
Delegation, would Dr. Kellog or Mr, Herrins ton like to say anything on this?

Dr. AR, KELTOGG (U.S.A.): These four points were included in
the Agende to provide 2 basis for discussion by the Conforence of the
Report of the Committee of Three but othorwise the actual points which
were raised in the Committee of Three's Report would not be pin-pointed.
They arc up for discussion in ceose anyone wishes to elaborate on them or
question the accuracy or the intent of the Rgport of the Three Seientists,
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The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation):  Thank you, Dr. Kellogg.
You may recall that this Item hos slso been referred to the Tochnical
Committee and I shall nnw ask Dp, Sprules if he hes any comment on this?

Dr. A.R, KELLOGG (U.S.A.}: I merely wish to sey further that
these are the points which should be token up if cction is desired on the
intent of the Report.

Dr., W.M, SPRULES (Canada): I have not had an opportunity to tell
you yet what heprened in our mecting last night when we terminated the
discussions of the Technical Committee., Unfortunately, we werce unable
to complete 211 the Items on our Agende, and this is one of the Items which
was not fully considered by the Technical Committee., We have to report
back to you no progress with regard to this Item.

The CHAIRMAN (Intcrprctation): What shall we do with this Ttem?
I think we could brezk for tea now and tackle this matter with renswed force
afterwerds,

(The Conference a djourned at 3.20 p.m.
and reconvened at 3.40 p.m. )

We have come to the conclusion that it might be better to leave Item 9
for the time being and proceed to Item 96, As far as Item 9 is concorned,
I would ask you to consider it in the meantime., I would be grateful
if you can help me in this because I am z very inexperienced Chairman!
Mercover, the Technical Commititee has not adopted any decision on this
Item, There was a wide difference of opinion, and there was no possibility
of arriving at a unanimous decision.

I would now like to invite Dr., Sprules to go on with his review of
the sub-Items of Item 16.

Dr, W,M, SPRULES: (Canada) We have submitted a new Document
IWC/15/19 which has been circulated and contains in it a summery of the few
decisions we were able to make at ocur last meeting last night,

I would like to point out that these begin on page 5 and are carried
on on pages 6 and 7, This summary wos not approved by the Technical
Committee because we have not had an opportunity to have a meeting to
approve this Draft, However, I shall review it with you and I am sure
if ony of my Committee has any commonts to meke on any Item they will
have ample opportunity to do so under the Agenda Item 16,

We had a biief review of the progress of the International Observer
Scheme mede available to us and we noted this with interest.,

We then considered the blue whale catch limit in the Antarctic area
and ther? were suveral proposals made by different Delegations. HEach of
these is listed on pege 5 and page 6 of this Draft Report. You will note
that the United Kingdom proposal is for 4,000 blue whale units. There is
e Japanese proposal for 10,000 blue whale units. There is = Soviet
proposal for 12,000 blue whale unitas. We discussed each of these proposals
at great length and we took into consideration the recommendations of +the
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scientists, the industry interests and the rational development and
continuation of whaling i: the Antarctic ares, VW, were unable to reach
agreement and thus regret very much that we can only outline these
proposals that were considered and agk this Commission to reach a decision,

The other Itcms on our Agenda we were unable to caomplete., W were
unable to consider the opening dates and length of the .intarctic pelagic
baleen wheling season, e did not reach o decision with regard to the
Items on your Agenda which T revicwed just before the break,

I am afraid that thot is the sum total of our deliberations,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): The work has not been very
successful, has it? Could we now discuss Item 16 (h), Bluc whale unit
cotch 1iwmit in the Antoretic., The proposal by the Technicnl Committee
concerning this mntter has been revicwed by Dr. Sprules. Dr. Sprules
hos just stated all the points of view which were expressed ot the
Moeting. Moy I ask for your comments on this motter?

Mr., I. FUJITA (Jopan) (Interpretﬂtion): As we have been rcquested
to speed things up, we will not explain the recsons for our proposal which
we have stated several times. We will simply submit our proposal as a
motion, which is to the offcet that the eateh limit should be set at 10,000 unit
for the coming 1963/6L season.,

Capt, A.N, SOLYANIK (U.S.S.R.) (Interpretation): Having your
suggestion as a guide, having in mind that it is 2 very difficult 2and
complicated question =nd taking into considerstion the general mood of
the Meeting, the Soviet Delegntion has re-considered the statement which
which was mede yesterday. Wy are prepared to accept the Japanese proposal
of a 1imit of 10,000 blue whale units,

Mr, H. GAZINER (United Kingdom): We have been thinking very deeply
on this question and have had tflks with a nucber of other Delegations.
Our position, os is explained in the Report of the Technical Committee which
hes been circuls ted, is that the findings of this Commission ought to be in
accordonce with the scientific evidence, and that the scientific evidence
points to a level of 4,000 bluc whale units rather than the figure of 10,000
which his been suggested. We hove not deported from our position which,
I thirk, is in accordance with the position that a number of other Delegations
round this teble have taken in the discussion.  However, we have locked
further at this question becouse we hove to approach this not only as
Commissioners of individucl governments but as Members of this Commission
as a whole. We would like to sec when this dsy is over a conclusion emerge
from this Commission thet would be ccceptable to the Commission as a whols,

I would rccall the origin of this matter, I am adviged thot there
mas o resolution ndopted ot the 1960 Meoting of the Commission when the
special scientific invostigation was commissioned to the effect that it wes
the intention of membor countries to bring the catch limit into line with the
scientific findings not later than 31st July, 1964, twelve months from now.
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Mr. H. Gardner (Continued)

That was the target set by this Commission in the Resolution passed in
1960 which lcd to these special scientific investigations, We have heard
from the Delegatibns of the Soviet Union and Japan, in particular, of the
difficulties their industries would face if there was an immediate and
drastic reduction in the amount which could be caught,

I did mention last night that the United Kingdem Government wruld also
face a considerable difficulty under the present quota arrangements if, for
example, the amountg we could catch with our one sxpodition were to be reduced
from 500 or 600 units down to 250 units, which would be so smell as to make it
not worth while sending the expedition to sea,

Therefore, what I would like to try and suggest as a compromise between
all the different peints of view which have been cxpressed is that we should
adhere to the Resolution of 1960 and seeck to give real effect in fwelve
months' time to the findings of the secientists, but that we should for this
current ycar consider this proposal of 10,000 blue whale units, which has been
submitted by the Japanese Commissioner and which the Soviut Union Cermissionocr
is also prepared to accept. I do feel if we are too hagty on this, that
if, for example, this Commission recormended & cateh limit of 4,00C or 5,000
units, we might well find that the Soviet Union Government or the Japanese
Government would exercise their right to objeet, and then we should have
achieved nothing,

From the practical point of view, I do not think that weuld be a respon—
sible action for this Cormdission as a whole to take., On the other hand, I
would understand that both the Sovict Union and the Japanese Delegations do
not feel that their Govormments would feel it necessary to raise objeetion
if 10,000 were the limit adopted by this Commission at this mueting,

Thercfore, for the United Kingdom Delegation's point of view I would be
prepared to support this rcecommcndation, In deing this, I would like to stress
that this would waly be tor ene yeer, I would liks to stress that sven though
scme members feel that on this matter we have not made as much progress this
vear as we might have, there are other matbers on which we have made much
progress, The Internaticnal Observer Schome will, we hope, be operating next
season, We have considered a total prohibition on humpback whales, I am
prepared at the appropriate time to put forward a formula we have agreed with
the Japanese Delegation for a vory large measure of protection of bluc whales,
and I think with that we shall have done a great deal at this mceeting and can
carry matters further, I would hope, at cur neebing in 1964,

Therefore, on that basis I mrself for the United Kingdom Delegation would
be prepared to support the proposal put forward by the Japancse Delugation
and accepted by the Delegation of the U.S.8.R.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Mr, Gardner., It seems
that three Delegations have supported the proposal to have a quota of 10,000
blue whale units for the next season, and to have further scicntific
investigation to reconsider the matter at the next nmceting in the light
of the seicntific investigations, :

Are there any more corments on this matter?

Mr. G, SJAASTAD (Norway) (Interpretation): Allow me to make a
brief remark on the position of Norway as to this mabtter. In our opinion,
this proposal of 10,C00 blue whalc units is too high, if the purpose is to
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have the largest rcasure of conservation of the whale stocks, If it is true
that it will not be possible to catch mere than between 8,000 and 5,800 bluc
whale units in the coming seascn, then this proposal means no actual reduction
in catch. I am awarc that a further reduction will meon difficulties for the
industry. However, this is somcthing we have experionced since the childhood
of this industry. If the raw moterial af hand is not sufficimt for the
capacity, thor the capacity must be reduced, Such is the situation now, so
whether we like it or not we sust drow the right conclusions from this reduced
raw material,

Tinally, Jet me say this: often in intorneticnal negotiations opinions
may differ as o the right solution. I think we are in the positicn that
the coming season will in itself provide the answer to the problem we have,

Thenk you, Mr. Cheirman,

The CHAIRMAN {Interpretation):  Thank you, Mr, Sjaastad. May I
ask the Norwcgian Commissioner what would be the figure he would suggest?

Mr, Q. SJTAASTAD (Norway) (Interpretation): I shall vote in favour
of Mr. Gardner's original proposal.

Mr, Wm,CG, HERRINGTON (U.S.A.): As has already becen stated, this
Commission has had rorking for it for several years in its Scientific Committoee
and its Commithtec of Three the most competent scicntists availeble in this
f£iold, Ag a reswlt of their work, thoy made tho following recormendations
to the Cormission: (1) That thore be complete cessation of the catching of
blue and humpback wheles, Groups IV and V,for a considerable number of yoars.
This was later modified to apply to 21l humpback whelcs in the southern
nemisphere; (2) that the quota on fin whale catches be reduced to 7,000
or less. Later, as a result of their anclysis of the offects of the last
season of whaling, they medified this to 5,000 or less. They added that the
groater the reduction in the present quota the morc rapidly will fin whale
. stocks rebuild to o loevel which will sustain productivity. They also
recormended. that the blue whale unit be eliminated, and a separate quota
ostablished for each species. Finally, they reccormcnded that the population
analysis be continued based on the biological data of all the countries
participating in the last whaling season when cnly 11,283 units weore tokon.

Scicntists have estimated that during the next season, the 1963/6l seascn,
using the same effort as during 1962/63, they would oxpect a catch of about
8,500 blue whale units, It follows, therefore, that any quota of more than
this mumber is meaningless.in the conservation ncasures, In effect, a highcr
quota provides a goel and incentive to increase the fishing intensity
exponded last year. Tt is an incentive for harder fishing, rather then
a limitation on catch.

We now of the several proposals made for limits for the coming seasomn,
Three of these provide for quotas which are greater than the catch expected
during the coming season, using the same fishing effort and size of flect
as operated during the past season, In justifieaticn for these quotas,
we hard many cxplanations, but I believe thoy all boilcd downt to what is
necessary to provide a profitable operation for the ontire flest which
operated last year. I do not recall a single considcration based on
conservation. There was cne proposal -- that of the United Kingdom ~
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supported by Norway, which was based on the report of the seicntists. It

did net get very much support from the other Antarctic whaling countries,
It would seem %that any proposal for a quota which is greater than 8,500
blue whale units cannot be congidercd to contribute in any way to the

nceds of conservaticn, 1t is entirely dbased on the cconcmic needs of the
present whaling flcct,

/The CHATRMAN: ...
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The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation):; Thank you, ir, Herrington,
im T right in understanding thet you suggest the figure of 80007

Mr, ¥m,C, HERRINGTON (USA): In our view the only sound proposal
made was that of the United Kingdom, and we would support their original
proposal of 4000 blue whale units,

Mr, R.L. JERMYN (New Zealand): The Chairman has asked us to be brief
so I shall simply say that I would entirsly endorse and support the remarks
Just made by the United States Commissioner,

_ Mr, C.G. SETTER (Australia): I should also like to add my voice
in support of the views expressed by i, Herrington,

Mr, G.J. LIENESCH (Netherlands): We have heard many opinions
expressed and we are, I believe, now faced with a very important decision
which the Commission has to take, e have to compare scientific evidence
and economic necesasity, fach of us can see the situatioa from one viewpoint,
but it is difficult to see it from both sides,

I should liks 1o call your attention to the faect that, if we reduce the
blue whale unit meximum to 10,000 it «will be a decrease from 15,000, This
will also be a stsp townrds conservation, although it may be somewhat
theoretical, But the other suggestion is not entirely wnractical either.

The CHAIRMANW: If therc are no further proposals I take it that,
according to the Rules of Procedure, we have now to take a vote on the
proposals which have been moved, Since we are considering the Report by the
Technical Committee and this is something on which that Commitiee has not
adopted any final decision, I think I am in a position to take a vote on the
propesals in the order in which they were moved. Are there any objections
to this? If there are none, it is agreed, '

1 will now ask the Secretary to take a poll of the Commission on the
proposal put forward by the Japanese Delegation seconded by the Soviet
Delegation, and supported by the Delegation of the United Kingdom and, it
seems, by the Delegation of the Netherlands, I will ask Commissioners to
give their opinions on whether this propesal is acceptable to them or not,

Mr, G, SJAASTAD (Pbrway)(Interpretation): I% appears to me that the
voting procedure which the Chairman has just outlined may not be the best one,
To me it sounds more logical to start voting on the proposals taking the
proposal for the maximum reduction first, The reason is that there may be
Delepations who would give their alternative support to other proposals if
the first proposal were not passed, This would not be possible if we were
to vote in the wey which the Chairmen has suggested.

The CHAIRMAN {Interpretation): Thank you, i, Sjaastad, I am ready
to eccept any nprovosal on the procedure of voting, It scems to me that it
is the results that matter,
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Would there be any objection if I -ere to suggest that we take a poll
onn the minimum figure which has been suggested, that is the maximum
reduction? '

wr, I. PUJITA (Japan)(Interpretation): The present problem is
very importent and, therefore, I am not sure if veting for the minimum is
the bust procedurc by which to settle it, We hope that the members of thes
Commission will analyse the situation which may arise as a result of the
voting procedure and will consider this maiter,

So far as the Japanese Delegation is concerned, we should like our
proposal to be considered first and decided upon,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): I am sorry, br, Fujita, I did not
quite understand what you meant, It appears that if we wish to reach an
agreement on the changes or the amendments to the Schedule we have to take &
vote on them.

Mr, I, FUJITA (Japan)(Interpretation): I think the method by which
we can resolve this is not confined to the method of voting. '

The CHAYRWAN (Interpretation): I think I understand you,
Mr, Pujita, but we must above all consider the fact that we are governed
by the Rules of Procedure, Otherwise we shall just cxchange opinions and
not reach any decision at all, I think that we have had ample opportunity
to exchange our opinions on this matter, and it has been taken up and
discussed at length at the meetings of the Technical Committee,

lir, H, GARDNER (United Kingdom): I should like to say that the
only Motion at the moment formally before the ileeting is that for 10,000 units
proposed by Japan and secorded by the Soviet Union, As I understand it,
there is no other lotion before the Meeting; 'we have merely had comments
from different Commissioners,

Mr, G, STAASTED (Norway)(Interpretation): After the statement
just made by ifr, Gardner, which I believe is a corrcet one, I will formally
move the proposal which Mr, Gardner submitted ycsterday in the Technical
Committee, As will be reecalled by the Commission, the proposal submitted
yesterday by bir, Gardner in the Technical Committee was that there should be
a catch limit of 4000 blue whale units for the next scason,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, ir, Sjaastad, Am I
right in understanding thet you still insist that your proposal be the first
to be put to the vote although it was the second to be moved?

Nr, G. SJALASTAD (Norway)(Interpretation): I have no strong views
or convictions on the correct rules of procedure here; I would leave thet
to the Chairman, I only %wish to point out that, if we follow the procedure
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which I have suggested, it will then be .ossible for 2 Delegation to vote
for slternative proposals,

) Dr., A.R. KELLCGG-(USA): As an amendment to the 10,000 I second
Norway's suggestion, ‘

Captain 4,N, SCLYANIK {USSR)(Interpretation): I should like to
say a few words in order to clarify the situation, Yesterday, at the meeting
of th¢ Technical Committee, a lot of proposals were made, The Committee
heard with great attention both the findings of the scientists and the ideas
of thosc who were thinking ebout the interests of the industry, I should
like fto say that yesterday, when wve made comparisons between two geasons,
1962/1963 and 19641/1962, we took into consideration thc fact that, in the
last season, the number of catchers which were operating in intesrctic
waters were fewer by 60 comparsd with the number in previous years, We
also took into account the fact that one of the Norwegian foctorics had to
leave intarctic waters becsuse of an accident. Fe can say that, during the
last season, the factual catch was at the level of the previous one, which
means 15,000 blue whale units, '

Taking into consideraticn the opinion of the mejority, the fact that
the situation in the Antarctic -vaters has changed, the desire that intarctic
pelagic whaling should be prolonged for very maay yecars, and that the
couniries engaged in Antaretic pelagic whaling -- pariicularly Japan and
the Soviet Union ~- are deeply concerned, we came to the conclusion after
long discussion that we should reduce the catch limit to 10,000 blue whaleg
units, I am saying this only because I want to clarify the position of the
Soviet Delegation which was insisting yesterday on a cateh limit of 12,000
blue whale units,

If we take a total quota now of 10,000 blue whale units the Soviet Union
%ill find itself in a most unfaveurable position, Ye have 70 catcher boats
which are taking part in pelagic whaling operations in the Antarctic waters
and our national quota, which rules our bshaviour, is 20 per cent. This
means that we may catch only 2000 bluc whale units, The Norwegian fieet has
32 catchers, half as many as we have, but their gquota is 28 per cent, which
means that the Norwegian fleet has the right to catch 280G blue whale units,
approximately one and a half times more, The Japancse fleet has a fotal
number of 79 catcher boats and their quota is equal to 4t per cent, which
means that the Japanese fleet, with a quota of 10,000 blue whale units, will
have the right to catch L1100 blue whale units, That means thai, with the
same number of catchers, they will have to right to catch twice as meny
whales as the Soviet Union,

We have taken a great decision today., e consider that, in thc course
of today's discussion the only proposal which has becn made formally is that
by Japan, which we support, Ve hope that, in order to reach common agreemoent,
this proposal will be supported by the majority of the Delegates,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Captain Solyanik. He
have a proposal from the Japanese Delegation for 10,000 unifs, and we have
an amendment put forward the the Norwegian Commissioncr for 4000 blue whale
units. The amendment hes been seconded by the Commissioner fer the United
States, I am wondering what is the right thing to do, If weo put the
amendment for 4000 blue whale units to the vote first and it is passed, in
the period of 90 days each country has the right to object to this proposal,
We should then be left with the 15,000, and we should be in a wWorse position,
However, I think we have to follow the Rulcs of Procedurc sand take the
amendment first, Is everyons in fovour of that,
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Mr, H. GARDNER (United Kingdom): I am in favour of thaot
procedurse. which scems to be in accordence with the normel proctice, T am
advised that Dglegatcs ecre entitled before they cast their vote to explain
vihy they are costing it. It seems to me thot it might be helpful in view
of what some people moy feel is the rather ambiguous position of the
United Kingdom if I were to eoxplain in advance why I shall be veting
agninst this figure of 4,000, This is eccrtainly semething I would like
to see brought into operation but it is guite clear thet if the Commission
did, in fact, pass that resolution two of the major Antarotic pelagic
whaling countries would objuct and we should have zchisved nothing.

I believe by adopting the other alturnative of 10,000 units proposed

by the Japanese D legation wz shall have achieved something and this

will pave the wey to achieving more next year., They hove made concessions,
They were first telking of 10,000 units for three years, They are now
prepared to consider 10,000 units for one year only and the whole metier
reviewsed next year,

That is the statement I would wish to moke as to why I shall be voting
against this when the time comes.

Mr. G, SJAASTAD (Nerwey) (Interpretation): TIn view of the
statement which you have mede and in view of the statement which has been
moede by the United Kingdom Commissicner and in view of the fact that this
is 2 situation which we review so seriously in Ngriay, the Norwegian
Delepgoation will withdrew i1ts proposed amendment to the proposal,

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): That simplifies things quite
a bit, W¢ now only have one proposal before us, the quota of 10,000
blue whole unitas.

Mr, R.L, JERMYN (New Zealand): I do not wish to delay a vote on
this but it seems to me that the withdrawal of the alternative proposal does
create 2 new situstion, Since there is now no alternative, I wish at this
stage to suggest & different amendment to the Japanese propossl, the gist
of which would be that Msrbers this year in agreeing to 10,000 blue whale
units would undertake at the noxt Commission Meeting to base that year's
quota direetly on the evidence of the seicntists,

The CHAIRMMN (Interpretation): It seems thot we now hove a
new amendment to the propesal put forword by the Jopanese Delegation.
As I understand the emendment, it meens that it would cccept this figure
of 10,000 blue whale units this year but next youor this figure should be
reduced so that it is on & level with thet which is suggested by the
scientists.  Am I right in this, Mr, Jermyn? (Yes)

This seems to be a very complicated problem, The fact is that we
do not know what the scientists are going to propose or suggest at the
next Meeting.
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Mr. H., GARDNER (Upited Kingdom): May I suggest that whot the
New Zeoland Commissioner is nsking for is alr.edy on the records of this
Commission. When I nddressed this Mecting eariier I drew cttention to the
resolution adopted at the 1960 Mceting, which was to the effect that it
wes the intention of member coun ries to bring the catch limit into line
with the scientific findings not loter than 3lst July, 156L. That resoclution
is in our records. It hes not been rescinded,snd it does precisely what the
New Zealand Delegate has asked should be done.,

Mr. R.L, JEAMYN (Now Zeeland): This Commission has en urheppy
record of passing pious resolutions about abiding by its seicntific evidence
for mony yoars now., We heve this year for the first time some genuine
seientific foots on which to base the quota for the ycar. HWe are told thet
we are about to choos¢ not to do so now. T do not feel it is enough simply
to have somcthing in the record. I would like to feecl that the Commission
in agreeing to 10,000 this year, in complute breach of the evidance
presented to us, should take some more formal undertaking to moke 2 substantial
reduction next year,

Dp, W.M, SPRULES (Canadn): Might I suggest because of my very
deep 2nd kindred fecling for you at this moment, Mr. Chairmen, thot it night
be possible to serve the New Zoaland Dolegate's purpose if efter the matter
of blue whele units. in the Antarctic for the coming season had been decided,
this Commission decided to re-affirm the resolution of 1960, This would
then put it in a much more recent record thon 1960, It would simply
prewaffirm for all of us the original intent of the use which was to be made
of the information cbiained by the Committee of Three.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation):We now have bofore us the proposal.
put forward by the Japanese Delcgation end the cmendment put forward by
¥Mr, Jermyn.

Mr. R.L. JERMYN (New Zealand): I would be happy to simplify the
voting procedure by withdrawing my suggestion os o specific amendment in the
light of what Dr, Sprulcs has suggested as an alternative supplementary
raosolution.
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Judging from the comments which

hevo beon mede, I would sey it is o question of re-effirming this 1960
rosolution, which wos to the offect that "It is the intention of the
Commission in setting up this special group of sciontisis that the
Commission should not lcter than 31st July, 1964 bring the Aptarctic
coteh limit into line with the seientific findings having regard to the
pravisions of prrogroph 2 of Article V of the Convention,!

Mr, H, GARDENER (Ui'ted Xi gdom):

I would be very happy to

sceond thot proposal and suggest thot we might decide it by o show of hands.

Mr., G.L. L72NESCH (Nethorlends):

which has becn accepted;

There is & resolution before you
this wrs ncoepted during our absence as nembers of

this Commission., Thercfore, I hove to rescrve the rights mnd obligntions of
momber govornments in conncction with the conteont of this reseolution.
Qur position will be re-considerud after the exporience of the scason to come.

Mr, I. PUJITA {Jepen) (Intorpretation):

¥hen the Jnpeonese Deleogntion

resolution wos nfopted I wos not prosont ot the Meoting.,  Thorefore, with
rgspect to the weords and meening of this rosolution I would like to ruscrve

my position,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation):

If there are no further comm nta,

I would like to put Dr. Kellogg's proposcl to the vote on the re-affirmntion

of the resolution accepted in 1960.

show of honds,

It soems that we con do it by o simple

(On a show of honds the Motion wos coerried by 10 votes)

I shall now put to the votc to proposel put foward by the Jopanese
Delegotion concerning the quota of 10,000 blue whole units for the next scoson

of 1963/6L..

The Scerstory will now toke o poll of the Commissioners.

Argentina: Yes,

Muigtralio: Yes,

Cancoda: Abstain,

Dermark: Abstoin

France : Abstain

Icelands Not prusent

Japan i Yes

Mexico: Yes

Nethericnds: Yes

New Zealand: No

Norway: Abstain

Sweden: Not present

U.S.8.R. Yes

U,5.4. Mstain (r. Kellogg soid

United Kingdom: Yes. thoy had to do so
since they were

(There being 7 votcs in fovour ond 1 apgoinst morslly bound to

with 5 cbstentions the proposal wos corried) support the findings

of the Committee of
Three )
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Mr. R.L. JERMYN (New Zealend): I think T should explain my vote
on that point. I would hove £2o1t hoappy in vicw of the romarks which have
been mede obout the 1960 resolution to abstain on the 10,000 blue whele units.
Howover, sincc three of the pelagic powers did not fecl eble to say at this
Moeting thot they regarded thet undertaking os binding T folt I had no

objecetion but to voie against.

/The CHATRMAN (I,terpretotion):
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The CHATRMAN (Interpretation):  Thank you, Mr, Jormyn., It secms
we have reached o decision on onc of the sub-items of item 16. Moy we now
pasa to the noaxt item, item l6(a.), rrovision for intermational observers.

Mr. G.J, LIENESCH (Notherlands): There is just one smell item
I would like to raise on that item, In the Schedule, we have to take into
consideraticn the obligations of the Burcau at Sandefjord for notification,
If we agree on 10,000 wnits, for the siatistics at Sandefjord the notification
should be at 9,000 units, ond not 13,500 as at prescnt., You will find that
in the Schedule on page 4 2t the top. This is in the event of our reaching
unanimous agreement within 90 days on the question of the 10,000.

I only mention this to call it to your mind, You will find the relovant
rart at the top of page L of tho Schedule. We have to decide here in the
Commission to change the figure from 13,500 to 9,00C if the 16,000 units are
agreed on after the reoguisite 90-day period.

Mr, I, FUJITA (Japan) (Interpretation): e do not understand
what Mr, Licnesch has said, and we would like him to rupcat his proposal
please

The CHAIRIAN (Interpretation): Since thot applies nct only to
the Japanese Delegation, may I ask Mr, Licnesch to repcat his remarks,

Mr. G.J. LIENESCH (Ncthorlends): If you refer to the Schedule
of November 1962, you will sec at thc top of page 4 that therc is an
indication that notification has to be given about reaching the catch limit,
When the cateh limit was 15,000 notification had to come when the catch of
13,500 units was rcached. Now we have limited the eatch to 10,000, and we
now have 4o have notification at 9,000.

It is not just 2 fomality, but it is linkcd to the agrecment of 10,C00
wnits. That is vhy I call your attention to it. There is no uwltcorior
motive behin if.

Mr. I. FUJTTA (Japan) (Interpretation): Mr, Licnesch is referring
to paragraph 8(0) of the Schedule and this seems to us to apply to when the
quota system wos not put inte forece. e now hove a quota arrangement, ond
therefore we are wondering whether it is nccessary for us to have this kind
of provision, We would like to seck the opinion of mcrbers of the Conmission
on this,

The provisions which were referrcod to by Mr. Lienesch would be amended
a8 follows, otherwise we shall havo to2 consider the various implications by
the adoption of the quota arrangemonts in connection with paragraph V.2,
of the Convention which states that: "Thosc amendments of the Schedule (a)
shall be such as are necessary to carry out the objectives and purposes of
this Convention and to provide for the conservation, develomment, and
cptimum utilization of the whale resources; (b) shall bc based on
scientific findings; (c) shall not involve restrictions on the number
or nationality of factory ships or land stations, nor allocate specific
quotas to any factory or ship or land station or to any group of factory
ships or land stations; and (d) shall take into considoration the
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interests of the consumers of whale products and the whaling industry."

The present Schedule of the Cenvention centains so meny provisions which
assume the situstion whers the quota arrangements were net in force, and
the provision which Mr, Licncsch quotnd is onc of them.  Therefore, if we
question one of the provisions we shall raise verious problems in connection
with Articlc V.2. of the Convention, as I said before,

Mr. G.J. LIZNESCH (Wetherlands): It is only a question of formality.
As this Commission as such has no connecticn directly with the quota
regulations, zo the provisions laid down for the notification of statistics
to Sandefjord de not cover the quota rogulations this year, and to consider
the situation arising from the guota arrangement is outside the scope of the
Commission,

Therefore, I merely draw your sttention to the fact that through this
formality we can bc in accordance with the resolution of the Commission,
There is no link here with ary guota regulation,

Tms what the Japaness Delegote has in rind does not fit into the
regulation, t is not opposing the content of Article V of the Convention
and, therefore, as a proposal te you I beliove it is corrcct.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation):;  Thank you, Mr. Licnesch, That
is quite clear,

Would anybody second the propesal put forward by Mr. Liencsch?
(Seoonded by Dr, Kelloge) :

Dr, W.¥, SFRULES (Conada): It will be rather inconsistent if
we now indicate in paragraph 8(a) of the Schedule thet fhe catch of
Contramting Governments shall not exceed 10,000 units - tnat is what we must put
in néw « end below that it soys thet there rmust be notification of stopping
of whaling when you have reached 13,500 units, so we must put in some more
realistic figure.

The SECRETARY: May I presume that the proposal then is to replace,
in Article 8{c), the figure of 13,500 by 9,000? That is the simple proposition
on which we arc voiting,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretaticn) We now have the proposal put
forward by Mr. Lienesch and seconded by Dr. Kellogg, and it scoms that there
is also a proposel moved by Mr, Fujita who suggests that we do not make any
correction at all.

Dr. AR, KELLOGG (U.S.4.): Ve have already voted on the 10,0CC
units, Therefore, it nafurally follows that you rmst correct the Statute.
You have no choice but to correet it.
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The CHATRMAN {Interpretation): Shall we teke a poll on it. I
think we can do this by a simple show of hands, Commissioners or their
deputies will vete,

(On a show of hands the proposal was carried with 10 vosez in favour )

Can we now come on to item 16(a), provision for international obscrvers,
Would anybody like to comment on this matter?

The SECRETARY: I put round this morning a document headed
"Meetings on the Internaticnal Observer Scheme", marked IWG/15/16, which
refers o this item cn the Agenda.

I will not weary you, as many of us who were on the Special Committee
dealing with the matter were wearied in the period between 29th April and
today, during which time a special gathering of Delegates from Japan, the
Nethorlands, Norway, the United Kingdem, the Union of Soviet Sceialist
Republics, met in Moscow from 29th April to 5th May under the Chairmanship
of Mr, Sukhoruchenkc, and in Londen from 26th June until 5th July, that
is today, under the Chairmenship of Mr, Wall.

/I said, in the covering note ...,
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The SECRETARY (Continued)

I said, in the covering note to the documents which were attached to it
at the time when the paper -ias sent out,

"There may be a smell addition to the paper setting out
the scheme, but, if it is to come into forcec for the
1963-6l antarctic pelagic whaling season netion will
have to be takcn at the Fifteenth ileeting on the paper
giving a draft resciution,”

That is the paper at the ond of this scrics,

I am glad fto say that, since this document was issued, the group who have
been considering the Cbserver Scheme have reached a stage at which they feel
they can 21l initial an agreed Scheme, The Scheme is essentially the soue as
is shown in the document on the table, with the addition of an end-picee after
section 1V, Language, which is largely logel, and one or two smoller amendments
which are not of very great lmport,

It scems to me, thorofore, that sre in the Commission are in 2 nosition to
accept that there will be an International Cbserver Scheme this co.dng whaling
ssason, However, if this document containing an agreement is to have offect,
there must be some connexion with our Commission, as it has to be operated by
the Commission's Seeretary, In order to do that wo have drawn up o draft
resolution which has to come before this Pifteenth ilceting in order to give
effect to the Commission's part in the Scheme by the inclusion of on
alteration to the Schedule, I think it might help if I were to resd the
entire draft resolution, and it can then be voted uzon,

"The Commission note that 5 countrics engaged in the
Antarctic Pelagic #haling:-

the U,.8.5.R., Great 3ritein, the Netherlands,
Norway and Japan, - parties to thc International
Convention for the Regulation of #haling and to the
arrangements for the Regulation of Antaretic Pslagle
Whaling, signed in London on June &, 1962, have arranged
to conclude an iLgresement on the Intcrnational Observer
Scheme,

"The Gommission resolve that, -

"The operation of the observer arrangements shall be
the responsibility of = committee consisting of the
Commissioners for the member countrics engaged in
the antarctic Pelagic Whaling, "

"The Commission agree upon the insertion of the following words
at the end of the first sentence of pars, 1{a) of the Schedule
to the Convention;-

"..... and 2lso such observers as the member countries
engaged in the Antarctic pelagic whaling may osrrange
to place on each other's foctory ships."

That, Mr, Chairman, is the resolution, I should like to emphasize
that it is absolutely esscntial for these words to be carried as a resolution
in this GCommission session if we 2re to hove a system of international
inspecticn in fthe coming whaling seasen,

The CiAIREAN (Interpretation): Thank you, .ir, Wimpenny, T should
like to add a few words to this, It scems thet we olso have to moke an
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amendment to paragraph 1(a) of the Schedule to the Convention, It is
necessery to do so because other-ise some of the countrics mey be confronted
with some difficulty in putting this agreement into offect in the coming
season, It may become neccssary for them to put this through their
parliamentary procedure and not all countries ¥ill be in time to do that,

ire there ony comments on the review given by dr, impenny or on the
text of the draft resolution?

Wr. R,L. JERWYN (New Zealand): I should like to be helpful in
the Chairman's eyes for once and say, on behalf of at lcast one of %he
nen-pelagic countries, how much we welcome this agresment among the
pelagic five, If 2 formal proposzl for this resolution is wanted I should
be happy to move it formally,  (Scconded by Dr. 4,2, Kellogg)

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Is everybody in favour of this?

ir, C.G, SETTER (4ustrolia): ifr, Choirmen, as an smendment to
the Schedule this needs a three-fourths majority and we have to poll the
iieeting to formalize it,

The CHAlRMﬁN’(Interpretation): Yes, b, Sebter, we are going to
have a poll of the Commission, I will esk the Seeretary to do thot now,

The SECRETARY: I will take the poll in the usual way.,

Argentina hLbstain
Australia Yes

Brazil . Not present
Canada Yes
Denmarlk Abstain
France Yes
Iceland Not present
Japan Yes

Mexico Yes
Netherlands Yes

Hew Zegland Yes

Norway Yes

Sweden Not present
USSR Yes

USa Yes

United Kingdom Yes

(There being 11 votes in favour, none
against, with 2 abstentions, the Motion
was_carried, )

The CHALRMAN: Gentlemen, if there is no objection we will now
consider item 16 (d), (e) end (f) together. They are all concerned +ith
the protection of humpbacks in the intarctic in iress IV and V and APERS
I, IIT and VI, Is everybody in favour of our discussing all these three
items together? (sgreed)
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Are there any comments on this matter? Fould Dr, S,rules like to
say anything on behalf of the Technical Committuws?

Dr, T.i., SPRULE3: I should be glad to, iir, Chairman,

The Techaical Comwittee did reach a decision with rega.d to the grotection
of humpback whales; and you will note this in the Report of the Technical
Committee, In alfect the Com.dttee's decislion was that there should be a
complete suspension of whaling for humsbacks in the southern hemisphere and
that, at the und of three years, the Commission should review the positron to
determlne wnether any other action should be undertsaken, The Committee algo
agreed to provose an amendment {o the Schedule vhich relates to peragraph 6(2),
The wording pro:osvd is:

"It is forbidden to kill or attempt to kill
hum back whales in the —aters south of the
guator,

A% the time this matter was discussed =nd this agreement reached in the
Techrnical Committee the Delegate from australias recorded a reservation, and
that has been included at the end of the section on the protection of hurrg-
backs in the Report of the Technical Committece,

The only other point that I would recall to your attention is that, at
an carlier Flenary Session, the Australian Delegate requested that this item be
lef't over until some later time, It is now under co:zsideration,

Mr, C,G. SETTER (Australia): I should like to explain the
bustralian position in this matter, At the time this was discussed in the
Techuical Committee I expla.ned that Australia was prepared to agree to the
total prohibitien of hwupback whaling provided that the International Observer
Scheme was put into effect and that the other recommendations of the Scientific
Compittee were accepted, The situation is now that we have zpreed to the
Observer Scheme, but consideration has been given to the industrial and
gconomic problems facing certain of the Antaretic whaling countries with
regerd to the blue whalec unit quota, and we have agreed to have a blue whale
unit cateh limit considerably in excess of what the scientists have recommended,
I think all Commissioners will appreciate the importance of humpback whaling to
Australia and, whilst we were »ropared to go along with all the »roposals
submitted by the sclentists, in the situation mhlch hes developed now I would
like to suggest an amendment to the »roposal #ut forward by the Techniecal
Committee,

I understand that the question of the protection of blue whales will be
coming up for counsideration arfte: this item, Yhen it vas discussed in the
Technical Commlttbe 2 proposal was made that the blue whales be protected in
waters south of 40 south, The scientists reminded us that the blue whale
stocks are in equally as depleted a condition as the huwmpback stocks, and I
would suggest an amendment to the proposal which has Been put up to prOV1de
for the protection of humpbacks in waters south of 40° south, on the under-
standing that this matter will be examined agazin at the next Meeting.

The CHAIRMAY (Interpretation): I should like to ask iir, Setter to
repeat his proposed amendment to the oroposal put forward by the Technical
Cmmnlttce
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kir, C.G. SEITER {Australia): The proposal put forward by the
Technical Committee is that it is forbidden to kill or attemyt to kill
humpback whales in the waters south of the sgquator, The amendment which

I have suggested is to omit the words "of the Lquator" and substitute
"south of 40 south,"

/The CHAIRIAN (Interpretation),...



The CHAIRMAN (Intepretotion):

IWC/15/17

Argo thore ony further commonts?

May I nek for o scconder to Mr. Sciter's amcndment? Is the cmondmont cloor,
Gontlemen? It scems thot tho smendmont is that the words 'scuth of the
Equntor' in the rosolution .os put forwerd by the Techniczl Committes should
be dcleted snd replaced with the words 'south of LO south'.

Mr, R, JERYN (Now Zealond):

I am preperaed to sccond that

amendment. I should like to moke clenr thnt I do so solely in order thot

we cen hove some discussion ot this point.,

The CHAIRMAWN:

Are there ony other proposals?  If not, I would

like to put the omondment suggested by Mr. Scticr to the vote?

The Scerct-ry will now tske 2 poll of the Commissioners.

Apgontine; Abstain.
Australin: Tes
Conndas Abstain
Dgnmark: Abstain
France: Yes
Jopan: Yus
Mexico: Abstain
Netherlands: No

New Zealand: Abstain
Norway: No
7.5.S.R. No
U.S.4A. Abstoin
United Kingdom: Abstain

(There being 3 votcs in Fovour ond 3 cgainst with
7 cbgtentions the ocmeondment wos lost)

If there ore no further comments then we will put to the vote the
proposal by the Technicel Committee, Is evurybody in favour of this?
{Agreed) However, I do no believe we have o sceonder? (Seconded by
Mr. Sjansted, Norwoy) .

The Secretar_:y will now toke a poll of the Commissioncrs.

Argentina: Abstnin
Australin: No
Conoda: Yes
Dgnmerk: Abstein
Frence: Abstain
Japan; Yes
Mexico: Yos
Netherlonds: Yes

New Zealond: Yes
Norwoy: Yos
U.S5.5.R. Abstain
U,S8.4. Yes
United Kingdom: Yes

(There being 8 votes in favour ond 1 ogainst with

i ~bstentions the Motion was corried)
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I understond that Mr, Aglen is leoving and he would like to say
o fow words os the Obscrver for the International Council for the Explora-
ticn of the Sea,

Mr. A.J. AGLEN {I.C.E.S.): Thenk you for interrupting the business
at this stage tnd allowing me to say & few words as Obs.rver for the Internationa
Council for the Exploration of the Sec. I should like to cxpress on bchalf
of the Council their thanks for inviting me as their Obsirver to this Meeting
of the Commission. The International Council is, I think, one of the oldest
international bodies, ond I believe it was one of the first intornational

bodies to espouse the cousc of conscrvation. It is not, howover, a
rogulatory body and thovelore doos not itsclf have the kind of difficultics
which this Commission hcs encountored et this Mesting.,  However, it is
awore of the existence of these difficulties, ond I am sure it would wish
me to express on its behelf its good wishes to this Commission in ita
further deliberations and hopes thet progress will be mede in latoer yoors
towa: ds conservation.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): I am sure you will all join with
me in expressing our thanks to Mr, Aglen. We arc grateful for the fact thet
Mr, Aglen has been able to come hore and obscrve our Meeting, and for
the s uistance he has given us during the course of our work.

Tt secms that we have only one sub-Item left under Item 15, which
is (g), Opsning dotes and length of Antaretic pelogle baleen whaling
season. Would Dp, Sprules like to comment on this mati.-?

Dr, W.M., SPRULES (Cenede): Yes., As I indicated a little while
agc, this is one item on the Tghenicel Committee's agende which we were unchle
to discuss at all because of the leck of time.

The CHAIRMAN {Interpretotion): May I have the Commission's
views on this matter, ‘

Capt. A.N. SOLYANIX (U.S.S.R.)-(Interpretation): I would suggest
thet we lecve the opening dates znd the length of the secson the same as
it was lost season, that there be no change.

Mr. H, GARDYTR(Unitcd Kingdom): I em very happy to second that
proposal of the Soviet Dolegotion,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): The proposal has been moved by
the Sovict Union end seconded by the United Kingdom., Are thereeny
other proposals, Gentlemen?
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If not,wo will put this to the vote,

The Secretory will now take a poll of the Commissioners,

Argenting: Abstain
Australio: Abastain
Canade: Abatain
Denmerk: Abstain
France: Abstain
Jepan; Yes
Moxico: Abstain
Netherliands: Yes
New Zealand: Abstain
Norwey: Tes
U,8.8.R. Yos
U,.S.4, Yes
United Xdngdom: Yes

(There being 6 votes in favour and no vote agninst
with 7 abstentions the Motion wme corried)

It now seen: thet we have deelt now with Item 16 on our Agenda.

Dr, W.M, SPRULES {Cenada): This, in effect, complotes the
information end odvice which we had for you in the Report of our Techniczl
Committee which hes been considered, I prosume, under Item 13 of the
Commissio 's mein Agenda. However, I am somewhat at a loss to know what
the proper procedure would we of this moment with regard to on Item which
had been serisusly considercd for a long time by the Technical Committes
and which, unfortunctsly, does not seem %o appear anywhere in our final
Report., This was a rather dstailed discussion eof & recommendation in
the Report of the Committee of Three regarding the need for protection of
blue wheles in an area somewhat similar to the aren recommended for the
protection of humpback wholes.  Although we considered this blue vhele motter
for some time we did not reach a final decision although we thought the
matter wos quite important. There was general agreement theat some major
protection for the blue whale stocks was required. For some reason or
other we have nc comment on this in our Keport.

We have slso possed consideration of the Report of the Special
Scientific Committee and the Report of the Scientific Committee. All T cen
do is to sey that I bring this tc your attention from the Technical Committee.

My, H. GARDNER (United Kingdom): I think thot Dr, Sprules is
too humble in suggesting thet this is not refeorred to in the Report of
his Committee, because e Report of his Committee had a most comprehensive
survey of evorything. I find thet in this docusuent circulated for us
today, Ii/15/19, right ot the end he does mention just this peint, when
he says, "The Committee wes unable to conclude its discussions on the
protection of blue whales arising out of Items & nnd § of the Commission's
Agenda."  Thorefore, he has indeed reforred to this very topie which I am
sure we would all wish to discuss end come to & conclusion on.

There wos some discussion in the Technicol Committee 25 to whether,
in fact, this question wos or wos not included on the Agenda, but we
decided thet if there wos not on Item on the Agonde it wos proper to invent
one. However, we folt that the Agendr did cover this mntter and thet we
ought to toke sction on the rccommendation of the Scientific Committee
for the protcction of bluc whales in Jjust the same woy os we ho taken
action for the protesction of humpback whales,
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Mr. Gardner (Continued)

We had some discussion on the fact that there was a certain part of
the Antarctic waters where the stock of blue whales was predominantly a
stock of pigmy blue whales, and the Japsnesec Commissicner attached
particular importance to the continuance, at lcast for. the next year, of
the catching of pigmy blue whales in this area, but were prepared to agree
that in a2ll thec remainder of the area the catching of blue whales should
be prohibited in Jjust the same way as have now agreed to prohibit the catch
of hampback whales,

Therefore, if I may take it upon myself to put a formal moticn before
this Meeting on this matter, the guestion will then be open for discussion,

We have now with cur amendment for humpback whalcs deleted paragraph
6(3) of the Schedule. I would like to propcse a new paragraph 6(3) in the
following terms:

"It is forbidden to kill or attempt to kill bluc whales in the
waters south of 40° south latitude, cxcept in the waters north
of 55° south latitude, from ¢° eastwards to 80° east longitude."

I would like formally to propose that these words should be inserted
in the Schedule,

Mr, I, FUJITA (Japan) (Interpretation): We hed intended to say
something about the propesal. However, we will be brief in this staotement,
and therefore we will second the proposal submitted by Mr Gardner,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): It seems that Mr, Garnder has
put forward a propesal, and Mr Fujita has seconded it., Are there any
other proposals?

If there are no other proposals, then it seems that we poll the

Commission on this item. I will ask Mr., Wimpenny to poll tho Commissioners
accordingly.

The SECRETARY: T will poll the meeting, Mr Chairman, as you

request,

Argentina: Abgtain
Ausgtralias Yes.
Canada: Yes.
Denmark: Abstain
France: Abstain
Iceland: Not present
Japan; Yes
Mexico; Abstain
Nctherlands: Yes

New Zealand: Yes
Norway: Yeos
USSR: Abhstain
USh: Yes
United Kingdom: Yesa,

(There beoing 8 votes in favour, O against and 5 abstentions
the motion was carricd.) -
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Mr. R.L. JERMYN (New Zealand): I am sorry to seem unhelpful,
but you did, as I recall, just remark that we seemcd to have finished
item 16 of our Agenda, I am afreid I think the formal position is that -
you, of course, will rule on this - I do not think the plenary has decided
whet to do about item (b), item (c) and item (i) of item 16, which were
repnrted on by the Technical Committes, I think we need formal plenary
decisions on all of those,

Dr. W.M. SPRULES (Conada): My recollection of this matter is that
as Chairman of the Technical Committee I reported to the plenary session which
took place on Thursday, 4th July, 1963, on these matters, and there is a
draft outline of our decisions at that ftime, which has been circulated.

I think that there is a decision, including the votes recorded on these
items, which have just been reforred to by the Delegate from Now <Jealand.

I knmow exactly how he feels because Mr, Gardner had just a moment ago
put me in exactly the same place, peinting out that I had not read my own
report very carefully, and I wish to thank Mr. Gardner formally for using
the word 'hurble' instead of 'stupid!.

Mr, R,L. JERMYN (New Zealand): I am sorry to have introduced a
red herring among thc whales!

The CHATRMAN {Interprctation): We still have item 11 bafore us,
North Pacific Whele Stocks, paragraph 17 of the Chairman's Report of the
1th Meeting, I am sorry, it appears that it is a mistake, It scems that
we have already dealt with this item on the Agenda,

Dr. W.M, SPRULES (Canada): I am gled the Choairman has jointed the
Delegate from New fealand and myself!

The CHATEMAN (Interpretation): Tt seems that we still have to
accept or adopt the report of the Technical Committes as a whole That
is item 13 of the Agenda,

Dr, A.R, KELLOGG (U.S.4.): I move the adoption of the Report.

The CHAIRMAN {Interpretation): Dr, Kellogg has moved the
_adoption of the Report as a whole May I have a seconder?
(Séconded b Mr. Gardner)

If there are no other propesals, I think we agree on the Report by
the Technical Committee as a whole. (Agreed)

It seems that we are still able to reach an ¢nd, we are nor lef't with
items 17, 19 and 2C, Mr. Timpenny expresses some doubts as to the fact that
we have not yet formally adopted items 8 and 9, It seems to me that we have
already taken some deoision on thet and that we have already dealt with
those items,
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Mr Wimpenny has Just drown my attention to the fact that item
9(2), Establishment of separate quotas and regulations for each apecies
and stock, has not yet been considered. Do we really have to come back
to this item? Would Dr Macxintosh like to commont on this matter?

Dr. N.A, MACKINTOSH (Unitcd Kingdom): I can only say that we in
the Scientific Committes had hoped that there would be separate quotas for
serparate species, but I think in view of tho discussions which have faken
place since, I do not know thet we wish to press for it.,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpresation): Are there any othor comments on
this matter, gontlemen?

Captain AN, SOLYANIK (U.S.S.R.}: My opinion is that at this
meeting we must note the wish and the will of the Sclentific Committee, and
take into esccount the mood of the mnjority not to take any final decision,

The CHAIRMAN (Intcrpretation): Captain Seolyanik suggests that
we sheuld just note what has been said by the Scientific Committce. Would
anybedy like %o second that proposal?? '

Mr, I, FUJITA (Japan) (Interprctation): I am of the same
opinion as Captain Solyanik. This problsm was discussed =t the Committce,
but we reached no conclusion,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): It seems that Mr. Fujita is
supporting Captain Solyanik's proposal Lre there any other proposals?

Dr, N,A, MACKINTOSH (United Kingdom): Onc point which I mi'ght
perhaps emphasise is that the Committce of Three, as well as the Seicntilfic
Cormittee, did recomncnd that quotas are necessary for the full and propor
conservation of stocks, and if the findings of the scicntists, the Committse
of Three and the Committec are cventually adopted in full, those findings
do imply quotas for species, I thought that point might be made clcar
rerhaps,

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Dr. Mackintosh,
We now have the proposal as suggested by Captain Solyanik and seconded by
My, Pujita, Are there any other proposals? It secms it is not
necessary to take a vote on that and we just agree tc¢ accept this,

Beflore coming on to item 17, I wwould like to ask Mr. Wimpoenny whether
he has any further comments to make
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The SeCaeTARY: i+, I have no other comments,

Dr, 7,:, SPRULAES (Ganada); Just before we move to item 17, I should
like to have just a moment to say a fow words on behalf of Cansda with regard
to items 8 and 9 which we have Just ncted on the main Comnission Agenda,

The Canadian Delegation <as nlaced in rather s delicate position during
the meetings of the leehnical Coumittee in that the Cowmmiss.oner was serving
a8 Chairmen, end I had to listen to the learned disscrtations of =21l the
other Delogates during that time, but reaily did not have an op.oriunity to
express the Uanadien view with regard to some of these matiers,

I want just to say, in lesving these items 8 and 9, that Canada is
somevwhat concerncd about the rather negative attitude wiich has been taen in
soue of the Commission's decisions today as they relate to very specific and
well-documented reco.mendations of the Scientific Committes and the Cozmittee
of Three, ¢, in Canada, have based fisheries and general marine roscurces
management on the best scientific information we could find for many years, and
a Lot of this management has been very successful towards the end of continued
and long-term annual yiecld from the resource, iMany times e have based ocur
management on scientific evidence which was not nearly as conclusive as the
scientilfic evidence +which ves uresented to this sleeting by the Commiitee of
Three, I would again express Canadian councern,

I realize that ve have now reaffirmed, 2alsc in a rather negative way, the
rosolution of 1960 inasmuch as three major countries did not indicate their
a poroval of the rcaffirmation of the resolution, This leads me to believe
that next year's leeting in Yorvay is going to be, perha s, somevhat similar
to the iseting ve have had this year,

The major matters that were under cousideration this year had to do with
the Antarctic whaling operat.ons and, for that reason, on several items Canada
absta.ned in the vote, &5 all of you know, this is not normal procedure for
Canada; we generally hove a fairly strong feeling one way or another and vote
in accordance, The matter that is of particular concern o us at the m-ment
resuliing from the action taken here today is the future in some of the other
areas where therc are fairly substantial whale resources whieh are of much more
direct ecowomic interest to Conada, The countiries which are’ concerned with the
Antarctic should, naturally, have had the mejor concern in ihe decisions todey;
but we are worried about other areas, 2nd e sre concerncd particularly about
areas where the scieantific evidence about the need for resiriction in ~haling

operations is not as conclusive as it was in the rntoretic, fe had certainly
hoped that t7o quite significant decisions -- concerning the continuation of

stock assessment analysis and the Cbserver Scheme —— would have become truly
international, I think that in some ways the term "Internationsl Chserver
Scheme" is correct, but there aie many other aress in which I hope in the
future the Comuiss.on will again give coasideration both to stock assessment
analysis and international observers in order that stocks in areas which are
now going to have far more effort placed on them may be properly srotected for
the use of all of us for a long time in the futu.e.

Dr. A,i. KELLOGG (USA): I do not know whether it is quite out of
order at the moment, but I should like to make a statement.

The Commission owes & debt of thanks to Dr, Ssrules for the adwmirable
manner in which he conducted the scssions of the %echuical Committee, iany
dirficult questions were handled with great skill, He was fer more
successful than he is inclined to admit,  {Agplause}
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The CHATRIAN: Thank you, Dr, Kellozg. It seems from your
a_plause that you all join in what Dr, lellogg has said about his gratitude
to Dr, Sprules for his excellent Chairuanship of the Technical Committce,

I should liks now, as Chairman of this .eting, also to thank Dr. Sorules
for his assistance to me in my -ork, The matters which have not besn solved
at the Techsical Cow.ittee meetings were not so difficult as the oncs which
have been dscided ujon,

Tt geaas thet we have no™ coue to item 17 of the igenda, clection of
Chairman ond Viece-Chairwen for a zeriod of three years,

Dr, M.A, HACKI.%WoSH (United Kingdom): I am sorry to raise a small
metter, but I was not guite guwck encugh to raise it before we finzshed with
item 16, I ghould like just o refer to the ogpening date for blue whales,
According to naragraph 7(a) of the Schedule, the openiny date for blue whales
is 14 February, but in fact in a Tootnote there is recorded the objection of
some countries which hed the effect of returning it fo 1 February, Lt has
been suggested that there might be some misunderstanding about whieh is the
ovening date which a,;lies now and avout whether there is any possibility of
those objections heing withdrawn,

The CHAIRLAN (Interpretation): I am very sorry, Dr, :ackintosh, but
would you give us the gist of what you have just said a;ain?

Dr. N.A, BACKINTGSH (United Kin Gow): In paragraph 7(a) of the
Schedule the opesing date for taking blue whales in the satarctic is given
as 1l Pebruary, but objcctions were raised and notified with the ¢ffect that
the opening date is from 1 Feoruary, It will presumbably be 1 February aow
unless those objections are vwithdrawn,

The CHATZAN (Interyretation): I think the proposal vas to have the
same date and the sawme length of scason, It was said that the opening date
was 1) Pebruary and the closing date 7 April,

The SZECDUTARY: Dr, iackintosh's estimate of the ope.ing date of
the blue +hale scason is quite correct, The date in the Schedule is 1A
Pebruary, but objecticn ias raised to that by several countries, Later the
Secretariat ias told thot objections would be withdrawm provided that other
nations -rithdrew their objections, The position today is that there is still
an object:on to the cowming into force of the regulat:on,

Dr. N.A, HACKINIOSH (United iinrdom): I ~as asked to dvaw
attention to this in case there might be some consideration given to the
possibility of the withdrawal of those objections, in which case Jresumably
the date might go back to 14 Pebruary,

The CHAIXAN (Interpretetion): Thank you, D, :ackintosh, It
sesms that the country mey consider th= surrestion and may comsider this
matier again, However, we have already taken 2 decision on that matter
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and it deces not seem to be mecessary to come back to it. Is everybody in
favour of this? (4orced)

We will now take item 17 on the 4genda, the eleetion of Chairman and
Viece-Chairman for the next three years, wmay I have your sroposals on this
matter? Ye will deal first with the election of a Chairman,

ir, H.. GARDY (United Kingdom): I hope that, although I am one
of the newest Commiss.oners on this Commiss.on, I may, as resresontative of
the host country, have the honour of proposing the Chairman for the next
three years,

You have served through a very difficult session as Chairman, in your
capacity as Viee-Chairman, succeeding the late ir, George Clark, and +we shd 1
have an opportunity later to thank you for the +ay you have conducted our
kleeting. You are clearly a man of great experience, and certcinly this week
mast have added to your experience, I am sure thst if would be the wish of
all the members of the Commission that you should be nroposed and elected as
Chairman for the next three years, and I am very ha_py to make that proposal,

The CHALRIIAN (Interpretation): by, Sjamsgted,

Mir, G, SJAASTAD (Worvay)(Interpretation): I will second
br, Gerdner's pro:osal of ilr, Sukhoruchenko as Chairman,

Mr, I, FUJ.T4 (Japan)(Interpretation): The Japancse Delegation
supports the nomination of the Chairman to act as Chairmen for three years,
as was moved by L, Gardner and seconded by »r, Sjaastad,

The CHATIAN, Are there any other proposals? I should very much
like {o hear some others,

Dr, 7., SPRULE3 (Canada): I move that nominations ccase,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): I really thought thet you would
gympathize vith me and that you would consider thet I had alrezdy tortured
you enough at this Meeting, I did not think you would want to be tortured
at the next one,

Are there any further proposals?

Dr, AR, KELLOGG {USA): L support Dr, Sprules' liotion that
nominations be closed, That ends i%,

{The moticn oo corricd uncnimeusly by ceclomation)
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The CHAIRMAY (Interpretation): I should like to thank you for
the coufidence you have nlaced in me, I ~ould like to assure you that I
will do everything .ossible to help the Commission to vwork successfully,

Thank you very much indecd, CGentlemen,

e no come to the election of the Viece-Chairman, Are there any
projosals?

Jvie, G, SJLABIAD (Norway).....
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Mr. G. SJAASTAD (Norwey) {Interpretation): I move the proposal
that the United Kingdom Cemnissioner, Mr, Gardner, be elected Vice-Choirmon
for the coming three yeers.

Mr, I, FUJITA (Japon} (Interpretation): We have pleasure in
seconding the nomination of Mr. Gordner os moved by Mr, Sjanstad,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): It scems that we only have one
nomination for the Vice-Chairman for the ncxt three years, Mr. Gerdner of
the Upnited Kingdom, I am very heppy to support this proposal. I think

in Mr. Gardner we will hove a vory good Vice-Chairman,

(The roticn wes carried by asclonaticn)

Mp, H. GARDNER (United Kingdom):  As & very new Commissioner
I felt impelled to appeal to the Members to moke some other proposal but I
am very honourced by the election of mysclf as Vice~Chairman, I shall do
my beust for this Commission,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Wo ove dealt with Item 17 of our
Agenda,

We now come to Item 19, Arrongements for Press Release. Last year the
Seerctary and the Chairman of the Commission were nsked to prepere this
Press Release. Mey we hove the same arrongement for this year?

(nged by Dr, AR, Kelloge, U.3.A, nnd seconded by Mr, H, Gardner, United

Kingdom )

Is it agreed that we should ask the Socretery to propare this Press
Release?

Only one Item remcins on the Agenda, Item 20, Any Other Business.
Does anyone wish to raise anything under this Item?

The SECRETARY: W, usually have invitations from fereign bodies or
other international bodies outside our own, s hove one from the International
Bouncil for the Exploration of the Sea. The Commission hos been invited to
gsend an Observer to the Fifty-Pirst Mesting of I.C.E.S. to be held in Madrid
in October, 1963. For meny ycars Mr. Aglen, who is on the Burcau of I.C.Z.S.,
has been geod enough to set ng our Observer in that body. I would suggest
that w,)ask him to do the same for us agoein this yeer if the Commission agrees.
(Agrecd

We have before been invited tu the Intirgovernmental_Ocsanogrephic Comalssion
I understand thet the next Mceting will be held in Paris in April, 196k,
The Commission will not be in session sgain before invitations to this
Mseting cre issued,ns they usually ere. In these circumstences I think it
might be wise to nominzte our French friend, Dr. Budker, who has formerly
reprosented us on this body.  (Agreed)



- 95 - TWC/15/17

The Intcrnational Union for the Conservation of Neture and Natural
Resources and the World Wild Life Fund have shown interest in the Commission's
work ond heve been provided with recent Annual Reports of the Commission.

Both organisations have their Headquerters at Morges in Switzerland and both
heve csked if they could be provided with the Reparts of the special
investigations into the Antarctic whale stocks. I would be glad to know if
the Commission would ogree to Reports being sent to these two bodies in advence
off their reproduction in the Commissiocn's Fourteenth Report, which is the

next one. (Agreed)

Mr. H, GARDNER (Upited Kingdom): I morely wish under Any Other
Business - end on this occosion T would like to rise to my foet to do it - to
propose a very worm vote of thonks on behalf of all the Membors of the Cosmission
to the Chairmen  for the way he has conducted the rfeeting, It has been, I am
told - and T am 2 new men to these things - one of the most difficult oeetings
in the history of the Commission. . W are 21l of us vory exhousted bui none
so cxhausted os our Cheirman who has been guite tireless in carrying us through
all these difficult problems we have had to fece. I think we hove done very
well for the future by electing Mr. Sukhoruchenko os our Choirmen for the
next throe yeors., I would like to propose a very warm vote of thanks,
coupled with the hope thoat in your term of office as Chairman you will always
be peccompenied by pur indefatigeble interpreter to whom we ore most grateful,

(Applouse)

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you for your kind words.
I think that 211 the Delegotions rcpresenting their governments here at our
neeting have put o great deel of effort into the work we have carried out.
We have adopted good decisions on meny rather complicated matters today.
The problems have been very complicated, ond we would not have been oble
to reach those decisions without the enthusiams you have cxpressed in
trying to find the proper solutions to the metters we have discussed.
All the Delegations have put & lot of effort into trying to solve the
problems, Thenk you for the work you have done.

I would like to wish you ond your families well,

Dr, W.M. SPRULES (Canada): I 2m sure that all the Commissioners
here would wish to join with me in expressing a very sincere vote of thanks
to the host Government who have supslied us with the very fine accommdontion
which we have lived in for the last few days. They have mnde cvailable
many facilities which have helped our mostings to proceed. Certainly we
rould with to thank them, I know, for the very fine hospitality which was
offored to us on the second night of our stoay here this week. In addition,
I am sure we all, ocgain, wish to express deep gratitude to the Secreterist
who, clong with the Techniccl Committee, hod to work overtime, cnd to their
temporary help which has made it possible o keep a verbetim account of
our Meeting.

We are indebted to the host Government for £11 these many fine facilities.

(Applousge)

The CHAIRMAN (Inpterpretation): It is obvious from your applcuse
that you sup.ort wholeheeriedly what Dp. Sprules has just said. W, are
very grateful to the Government of the United Kingdom for the facilities
and. hospitality they have offeresd. The Sucretariat has a very hard job
to do but they have done this successfully. I would like, thereforo, to
Join with Dr. Sprules in expressing our thanks to the Secretariat,

If there are no further comments I delcare the Fifteenth Meeting of
the Intermational Whaling Commission closed.
(The Conference closed at 5.45. p.m.)




