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INTERNATTONAL WHALING COMMISSION

EIGHTEENTH MEETING

Session of Mondasy, 27th June, 1966

In the Chair: Mr, M, No Sukhomch-enko

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): .Gentlemen, I would like to ask
for your attention. .

May I call the Eighteenth Meeting of the International Vhaling Commission
to order and declare it open. For me, as well as for the other Commissioners,
it is a sincere pleasure to have the opportunity to see again all my colleagues,
the Commissioners and the members of their Delegations.

I have the special pleasure of presenting to you and greeting on your
behalf and on my behalf, our Minister, Mr., James Hoy, who is the Parliamentary
Secretary to the Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food for the United
Kingdom. Let me give the floor %o lir. Hoy, who wishes to welcome the
Delegates.,

kr. J.H. HOY (Parliamentary Secretary, Ministry of Agriculture,
Fisheries and Food):

Mr., President, I am delighted to welcome you all to London again on
behalf of the United Kingdom. The previous occasion on which I had the
honour of addressing this Commission was at the start of your Special Meeting
in May of last year, and I was very pleased to learn later of the considerable
progress thet the meeting had made. I hope that this is a good omen for the
success of the very eritical deliberations in which you will be engaged this
week.

Last year you succeeded in agreeing to a reduction in the Antarctic
pelagic catoh limit to 4,500 blue whale units; +this means that in the course
of only four years you have reduced the limit more than three-fold. Even
more important, you accepted the need for further reductions in the next two
seasons, that will ensure that the 1967/68 catch will be below the scientifically

assessed maximum sustainable yields of sei and fin whale stocks., Thus, after
" many years, the Commission is now in sight of the objective of the 1946
Convention. The objective was to provide for the proper conservation of
whale stocks and thus make possible the orderly development of the whaling
industry., This indeed is a cause for satisfaction; although I am -sure that
no one concerned with whale conservation will feel complacent. The total
catch will have to be very substantially reduced before the sustainable
level is reached, and still grester reductions will be nécessary to allow
the stocks to build up. So your declared undertaking to achieve these
reductions in two years is no light cne, Until it is achieved we camnot
be said to have reached even the turning point towards recovery of the
whale stocks. Unless it is achieved the sacrifices which have so far been
made will have been made in vain.

If I mention particularly the problem of the Antarctic deep sea catch
it is because that is the biggest single problem with which you will have to
deal, but I reslise that there are many others on your Agenda, VWith the
progressive restriction of pelagic operations, the operations of land stations
have assumed increasing significance. Your task is not made easier by the
absence from the Commission of some countries whose land station operations
represent a substantial taxation of the stocks that you are trying to protest.
I understand too that the reports of your scientific advisers show the need
for stronger conservation measures in areas remote from the Antarctic, which
has occupied so much of your attention in recent years.
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I have said enough to show the seriousness ofthe problems which will
be engaging your attention this week. Let me also say that the actions you
have taken in the last two years encourage me to believe that you will not
lack the resolution to deal with these problems.

We in the United Kingdom will wholeheartedly support whatever measures
may be necessary to secure effective conservation of the stocks and to
preserve for mankind a resource which, if properly menaged, will yet again
‘be of immense value.

Mr. Cheirman, it only remains for me once again to cxtend, on behalf of

Her Miajesty's Government, a very warm welcome to London and I do hope that in
spite of your heavy Agenda you will have time to sece something of our cspital,

and may I hope that you will also be fortunate enough to have weather which
is & little better than it is this morning; although I have one consclation
in making a comparison, for when I left Edinburgh it was raining ten times

as hard as when I arrived in London. All I can say is let us be of good
_hope. ' '

I hope the Conference will be very successful indeed, despite the
serious problems which confront you. But I hope, at the same time, you
will find a 1little spare time to have a look around and 2~e what can be seen
in this our capital city. :

Mr. President, thank you very much. (Applause)

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Gentlemen, on behalf of all those
participating in the work of the Commlssion, I would like to express my
gratitude to you, Mr. Hoy, for your warm words of welcome and your wishes for
- the success of the work of the Commission. We have a great deal of work to
do, but I would like to express a firm belief, on behalf of all those present,
that all Items on the Agenda will be discussed and solved. If this is so
then the weather in London will certainly improve!

Once more, Mr. Hoy, I would like to express my gratitude for your warm
words, Thank you very much., (Applause)

(ir. Hoy then left the meeting)
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!Members_of the Press then left the meebing)

I would now recommend that according to previous procedure we should
proceed with the work of our Commission without the members of the Press,
If that is the wish of the Commission, then at the end of our meeting as
usual a Press release will be organised which will be submitted to the
menbers of the ~Press, If there are no objections, I would like the Press
representatives to leave the hall; however, it seems that they have already

done so. {Lsughter)

Gentlemen, I would like on my behalf, as well as on behalf of the
Commission to greet those Commissioners present here for the first time at
this meetirig in such a capacity: from Norway Mr. Knudtzen, from the
Argentine Mr, von der Becke, from France Mr, Taillart, from the Netherlands
Mr., Meyer and from New Zealand Mr. Cotton, I apologise if I have missed
somebody because I have had no further data from the Secretariat.,

Let me also on behalf of the Commission greet those present at our

- meeting as Observers from other countries and other organisations:

from F.A.C., Mr, Holt, from I.C,E.S., Professor Ruid, from Chile Ceptain
Carjaval and Commander Parodi, from the Fauna Preservation Society Major
Scott, from the World Wildlife Fund Mr. Bourne, and from the International
Society for the Protection of Animals, Mr. Scott. We are very pleased to
see those Gentlemen at our meeting,

I would like to propose that we proceed with the work of our meeting
by calling the roll of the Commigsioners and other members of delegations
of all the countries. As T think gll of you know, the respected Mr.
Wimpenny is pnow ill and T would like to express our sincere regret about
this., Dr, Mackintosh has been kind encugh to express his willingness
to take the place of Mr, Wimpenny at this meeting, and I would now like to
ask Dr, Mackintosh to take a roll cgll of delegates ind make ammouncements
about the distribution of conflerence documents and general arrangements
for the meeting,

The ACTING SECRETARY: Gentlemen, I will take the roll ceall first,

"~ {The roll call was taken, the nsmes of the Commissioners and
their experts being recorded in a Con.f‘eL ence document, )
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The ACTING SECRETARY: Gentlemen, I am asked to meke one or two
announcements,

(The Acting Secretary then made announcements
regarding the distribution ¢f documents,
and general Conference arrangements)

I took Mr. Wimpenny's place at very short notice, only a day or two ago,
go if I go astray or get into a tangle I hope you will make due allowance.
‘Perhaps I should say when I get into a tangle. I am very happy to do the best
I can during this week, but I am at present only Acting Secretary, and we do
not know quite yet what arrangements will be made later. Thank you,

Mr, Chairman.

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

We have now to adopt the agenda. In accordance with rule 12 of the Rules
of Procedure, the agenda was circulated more than sixty days in advance of
the meeting. As you kaow, unless they are already included in the agenda, no
items involving amendments to the schedules or recommendations can be proposed
at the meeting, under article 6 of the Convention. Items not affecting the
schedule or article 6 of the Convention can be added at the meeting if the
Commission agrees, and can be included in the agenda. Thus, the order of the
items can be changed.

In accordance with the above said, do you have any amendments or additions
to the proposed draft agenda? Can I teke it that there are no alterations or
additions to the proposed draft agenda?

(The adoption of the agenda, being proposed by
the Soviet Delegation and seconded by Dr. McHugh,
U.S.A., was agreed)

The proposed draft agenda is now our formal agenda. Thank you, Gentlemen,

We will now proceed to item 3 of the agenda, Appointment to Committees.
It is necessary for us to organise new Scientific and Technical Committees.
Let me remind you that, in accordance with rule 18 of +the Rules of Procedure,
all Commissioners present, or their representatives, have the right to appoint
to the Scientific and Technical Committees the members of their delegations.
I will therefore ask the Acting Secretary, Dr. Mackintosh, to poll Commissioners
for representation on these two committees. Commissioners who wish represen-
tation should then nominate their members,

/The ACTING SECRETARY: ™“e will poll...
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The ACTTMG SECRETARY: Ve will poll for the 2e¢ientific Committee
firat. :
Argentina No
Australia Yes
Brazil Not present
Canada : Yes
Denmark : No
_ France Yes
Iceland . Hot present
Japan Yes
Mexico Mot present
Netherlands : No
Hew Zealand No
Norway Yes
Panama . Kot present
Zouth Africa ‘ Yes
T3Sk Yes
USA Yes
United Kingdom Yes

We vill now poll for the Technical Committee

Argentina Yes
Australia . Yes

Canada Yes
Denmark Yes

France Yes
Iceland Not present
Japan Yes

Hlexico Not present
Netherlands Yes

New Zealand Yes

Horvay Yes .
Panama Not present
South Africa Yes

U SR Yes

Usa Yes

United Kingdom Yes

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Dr. Mackintosh. ™e now
have two active committees.

It is alsc necessary to nominate five Commissioners for the Pinance and
Administration Committee. Our usual practice is to ensure that representation
on that Comnittee is from non-whaling countries, countries concerned only -ith
land station whaling and Antarctic pelagic vhaling countries. Having in mind
the repregentation at the last meeting, I should like to propose the followving
nominations. At the Seventeenth Meeting of the Commission the following
countries were members of the Finance and Administration Committee: Iceland,
Japan, New Zealand, Norway and the United States. For the Finance and
Administration Committee at the Eighteenth Meeting of the Commission I should
like to propose, from the non-whaling countries, Mr. Taillart, the representative
of France, from countries carrying on whaling from land stations the represen-
tative of South Africa, Mr. De Jager, and the repreaentative of Lustralia,

Mr. Setter, and from countries concerned with Antarctic pelagic whaling, the
representative of Norway, Mr. Knudtzon, and the representative of Japan,
dr. Fujita.

If there are no cbjections, can I take it that the Pinance and
Administration Committee vill consist of those members? (Agreed) The
finance and Administration Committee is, therefore, ajrpoinced. In accordance
with established nractice, the Technical Committee and the finance and Admini-
stration Committee will hold their meetings during the Meeting of the Commission.
The meetings of the Scientific Committee have already taken place, and the result:
of those meetings wi'l be reported to us in accordance with item 7 of the agenda.
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Gentlemen, let me proceed to the 4th item on the agenda. I understand
that the problems covered by item & of the agenda are to be referred to the
Finance and Administration Committee just nominated. If there are no
objections we will take such & decision. No objections? (Agreed)

We will proceed with item 5, The International Observer Scheme.
As you know, the Internatiocnal Observer Scheme has been discussed at the
meeting of the representatives of the countries parties to the agreement

of 1962/1963, under the Chairmanship of My, Wall. The work of that

Committee, as far as I know, is not yet finished, so I should like to propose
that we Iisten to a report by Mr. Wall, or any other substitute person,

at the next meeting of the Commission. Are there any cbjections to that,
Gentlemen? (Agreed) As there are no objections the proposal is agreed.

Item 6 of the agenda, Review of previous season's catches. With
regard to this item, it secems expedient to me to ask Mr. Vangstein for his
comments on that, as head of the Bureau of International Whaling Statistics.
If ¥r. Vangstein does not object I will give the floor to him,

Mr, E. VANCGSTEIN {Torway): It should, I think, no longer be
necessary o cccupy the Commission's valuable time with any oral review of
wheling activity in the past year. The Commission has received our
statistics concerming the catch in and outside the Antarctic.  Moreover
the F.A.0. Committee has in its report made comments on the operations in the
Antarctic lect season. But as a "Review of previous season's catches" stands
on the agenda, I will nevertheless make some brief remarks.

Let me first of all thank the representatives of the countries which.
had pelagic expeditions in the Antarctic last season for the sending in of
the monthly reports and for the quick dispatch of the final reports after the
close of the sesson. Thanks to this, we were able tc send to the F.i.0.
Cormittee as early as April 20th a detailed survey of the operations in
the Antarctic last season. Besides this we have had time to prepare the
usual revievs.

Ao, in respeet of whaling outside the Antarctie, we have received from
the members of the Commission who engage in whaling, the usual statistical
information. But Trom one Chilean cumpany we have not received any report,
and froa “ue company which operates from Peru we have not received statements
of the sex and size of the captured whales, ‘

In the Antarctic 10 factory ships were operating, as compared with 15
in the previous season. Thus the factory ship cepacity was reduced by about
33 per cent, whilst the catching activity, measured in catcher day's work,
was reduced by about 25 per cent. The diminished catching activity is due
prineipally to the lower global gquota which was fixed, nemely 4,500 units.
Approximately 4,000 uvaits were taken. In other words, the catch anounted
to the global quota which was proposed by the Scientific Committee at the
last meeting, and which was also the prinecipal proposal of the majority of
the members of the Commiszsion.

The cateh of fin whales was about 2,500 animals. Thus the catch of this
species in the last two seasons is considerably lower than had been anticipated
by the Committee of Four. in the event of the proposal for a global quota of
1,000 and 3,000 units for 1964/65 and 1965/66, respectively, having been
accepted. Seid proposal was, as will be remembered, made at the meeting in
Sandefjord in 1964, Some of the pelagic countries could not accept this
proposal, and they agreed to limit the cateh to 8,500 units. In spite of the
serious disagreements which have occurred between the majority of the Commi ssion
and certain whaling countries with respect to the global quota, the cateh of
fin whales has been brought down to a level at which the restoration of the
stocks may already have commenced. I refer in this connection to the F.A2.0.
report; but this has teken place at the expense of the sei whales.
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Last season there were taken about 17,600 sei whales. Respecting the
effect the large catch of sei whales in the last two Yyears has had on the
stocks of this species, I sgain refer you to the report of the F.A.0. Coomittee,
The large catch of sei whales is due to the fact that the expeditions have to a
nuch larger extent then formerly concentrated on the taking of this species.

Approximately 60 per cent of the total catch was taken in Area 11 and
20 per cent between 0° and 30° Easts 70 per cent of the total catch of
blue whale units was taken between 40° and 50° South Latitude, compared
with about 4O per cent and 20 per cent in the two previous seasons.
Before 1960/61 season practically no catch was taken between 40° and 50°
South Latitudes

/The Catch of blue whale UNitSeeseovsoss
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The catch of blue whale units per catcher day's work fell from 0.40
to 0.31. There was a considerably larger cetch of sperm whales in the
balgen whaling season than in the previous seasons. The ten expeditions
operating this last season cavtured about 3,600 sperm whales, whereas
the 15 operating in 1964/1965 took about 3,200.

The open season was from December 12+h %o April 7th, but the Japanese
expeditions and some of the Russian expeditions ccased operations before
April 7th because they had caught their guctas. The average catch period
was 117 days, and this is approximately the same as for the four previous
seasons,

The average size of the sei whales was last season 48 t'eet which -
denotes a decline of 1.3 feet in comparison with the previous season.
The average size of fin whales was approximately the same as the 1964/1965
season, namely 65.8 feet,

With regard to the catch in fields outside the Antarctic, it is the
fields in the Northern Pacific which bredominate. Catch and production in
these fields are now approrvimately equally large as in the Antarctic,

For the rest, I refer you to the statistics distributed.

The CHATRMAN (Interpretztion): Thank you, Mr, Vangstein. Does
anybody wish to make any comments? If none of %he representatives wishes
to make any comments a’ the presens time, I think we shouid note this and
return to i% during the werk of +the Commission on the problem and that
report, What are %he propcsals cancerning “he report? There is a proposal
that we should note it, If there are no oi.jections to that, we will note
the reports,

Mr, H.T. KNUD?ZEN (Norway): With your permission, T would be
very glad to speak on point 5 on the agenda, the International Observer
Scheme, In the first Place, T would refer to Paragraph 20 in the
Chairman's Report of the Seventeenih Meeting of the Commission. I will
not quote thats Resolution, but I can summarise it: 4% expresses the
necessity for an Observer Scheme for the pelagic whaling, and it stresses
that it wouid be most harmfui if the old Observer Scheme should expire
without having been implemented at any time,

The Chairman said just now that a meeting of the 1962 Quota Agreement
was proposed alsc to discuss the Observer Scheme, but as a2 menmber of that
group, I can siate that it has not been meniioned a* all. If we have a
later meeting in plenary, I am quite certain that any representative at
that meeting will, at that time, state that this Observer Scheme has not
been mentioned at a2ll, To date the negotiations has been too complicated,
therefore I would like o suggest that this Plenary Session ask the
Technical Committee,if the International Observer Scheme is not on the
agenda of' the Technical Committee, that it be placed on it and given due
consideration,

The CHAIRMAN:(Interpretation): Perhaps you are not fully aware,
Mr. Knudtzen, of what was discussed, I apologise., This problem was discussed
at the Commissioners! meeting in Tokyo last year, and it will be discussed
further at the meeting of %he Commissioners of the four ccountries engaged
in the Antarctic pelagic whaling operations, Afterwvards, the decisions
taken by such a meeting would bo dealt with at the Technical Comnmittee
meeting. T think the problem is now clear, Due to the wish expressed
by Mr. Knudtzen, this problem will be dealt with by the Technical Committee.

May we now proceed to item 7 of the agenda, This is the Report of
the Scientific Conmittee; I would like %o remind the Commissioners present
that the Scientific Committee began its work .on 20th July, and the main
Problems discussed there were the following: assessment of whale stocks;
comaents on the results of the previous seascn; economic state of the measures
for regulating the whaling due to i%tem 12 of the Agenda. I have been informed
by Dr. Mackintosh +ha’ the ‘Report of the Scientific Committee has not yet
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I should like to ask Dr. Chapman whether he would like now to inform the
Commission of the results of the Scientific Committee meeting.

Dr, D,G. CHAP¥AN (U.S.A.): Nr. Chairman, the Scientific Committee
report was adopted by the Committee on Friday and has been informally available
over the weekend but, as you have stated, it has not yet been distributed in
its final form, and undoubtedly some members have not yet seen it. I should be
glad to make a few comments on it if you wish, or these could be deferred until
all members have a copy and have had an opportunity to read it.

The CHATRMAN {Interpretation): Dr. Chapman, T would prefer you to
make those comments now because, in any case, the report would be referred to
the Technical Committee later on, and the Technical Committee would proceed
with its work before the second plenary session. Thus, Gentlemen, I should
like to propose that we hear Dr., Chapmen's comments now and that the report
be distributed later on. You will thus be in a position to make closer
acquaintance with the items included in it. Are there any objections to that
proposal? May I take your silence as a sign of agreement? In that case, I
should like to give the floor to Dr. Chapman,

Dr. D.G. CHAPEAN (U.S.A.): Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The Scientific
Committee has made fifteen recommendations to the Commission, but I will discuss
only a few of these,

First, concerning the Antarctic, we have stated that the best estimate for
the present sustainable yields for the whole Antarctic is as follows: fin
whales, 4,500; sei whales, 4,500 to 7,500, In terms of blue whale units
this means a total of 3,000 to 3,500,

The Committee also recommends that the Commission should consider setting
quotas sufficiently below the level of the sustainable yield, so that the very
valuable fin whale stocks can begin to be rebuilt rather than be simply
meintained at the present low lewvel, With this in mind, they recommend that
the Commission consider the suggestion of the ¥ ,A.0. Assessment Group, which
may be discussed later by them, that complete protection be given immediately
and for some time in the future to fin whales, so that catching would be
limited to sei whales for the present. The Committee has studied this and
given some examples of how this might affect the future of both the fin and
sei whale stocks. This would, of course, be carrying out the idea of what
actually happened during the past season, when the expeditions reduced their
catch of fin whales very much and concentrated very heavily on the sei whale
stocks, as Mr. Vangstein has already pointed out,

Considering the North Pacific, the North Pacific Working Group have, of
course, met independently both in Honolulu in February and in London in the
previous week, and they have made a number of recommendations concerning the
North Pacific which have been under the study and consideration of the
Commissioners of the North Pacific. These recommendations, in brief, are that
the taking of humpback whales should be prohibited for at least ome more year
in the North Pacific, and that there should be no change with respect to blue
whales which are now protected. For fin whales it is recommended that catches
should be held below the estimated sustainsble yield - 1,800 for the entire
North Pacific - and that as far as possible catches within areas should be
held below their respective sustainable yields. The catch of female sperm
whales should not be permitted to rise significantly above the present level.
No recommendations are made in the taking of sei whales or male sperm whales.

Concerning sperm whales, the Committee found itself in a situation where
it had 1little additional information on sperm whale stocks and the effect of
catching on sperm whale stocks throughout the world, with the exception of the
North Pacific, where the North Pacific Working Group had made some assessments.
The Committee therefore recommends that the F.A.0. Assessments Grocup be asked
to make an asses=ment of the sperm whale stocks, particularly in respect to
those on pelagic grounds, and it also recommends that national groups begin or
continue analyses.
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There is one more recommendation I should like to refer to. .The Committee
recommends the prohibition of the catching of blue whales, which is now
effective south of 40 © south latitude, be extended to the whole of the southern
hemisphere. T believe this point was also put up by the Committee on Land
Stations for the southern hemisphere,

I should be glad to amplify any points or answer any questions, Mr. Chairman.

_ The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Dr, Chapman, I should like
to ask whether any commissioner wishes to comment on the report at this stage
of the work, or whether commissioners would prefer to. do so after the main points
of the report have been considered at the Technical Committee meeting, I
should only like to remind you that whatever procedure is adopted, at some
stage the report should be formally accepted by the Commission as a whole.
Do you object to the proposal to transfer further discussion on that item to
the next plenary meeting, when it will have been already discussed at the
Technical Committee meeting? If there are no objections, we will return to
discussing that item at the next plenary meeting after it has been discussed
at the Technical Committee meeting,

/Item 8 of the agenda ...
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Item 8 of the agenda is the "Special Scientific Investigation of the
“hale Stocks".

The joint IWC/PAO Working Party on Antarctic Whale Stock Assessment met
in Seattle in 1966, and their report has been circulated as IWC/18/7.
Participating at the meeting of that group were Mr. Allenm, Dr. Chapman,

Mr. Gulland, and from F.A.0., Mr. Becerema and Mr. Holt. Since the Working
Party had no chairman at its meeting, I should like to ask Mr. Holt or
Mr. Gulland to comment on the report of that committee.

Mr S§.J. EOLT (¥.4.0.)- Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I think I need say little ebout this report of the Joint Working Party,
gince I understand that it vas considered by the Scientific Comnittee-of the
Commnission last week and that account has been taken of our findings. As
Dr. Chapman did not refer to these findings specifically, however, perhaps
I should revier briefly the summary which iz ziven on the first page of
document IWC/18/7.

The meeting of this Joint Working Group was concerned only with the
baleen stocks in the Antarectic. We firat looked at the guestion of land
station catches, making some suggestions as to the consequences of taking land
station catches intoc account in =stablishing the Antarctic pelagic quotas as
agreed by the Commission at last year's meeting.

We then looked at *hs gquestion of the sei whale s*tock, and I should like
to say that the estimates given in this document IWC/18/7 have been superseded
by the report of the F.4.0. grcup which met early in May, which has also been
taken intc account by the Scienvific Committee in its discussions. The reason
for this change is that the #.A.0. group, at its meeting in May, was able to
take account of the data concerning the 1965/19456 season which were kindly
supplied to us by the Bureau of International Whaling Statistics under the
agreement reached last year,by which F.A.0. would undertake a review of the
previous season's catches arnd their effects on the sustainable ylelds of the
Antarctic baleen whale stocks.

If T may, I =hould, like to return to this matter in a few moments, and pass
on now to document IWC/48/7. The Joint Working Group in Seattle made an
analysis of marking data for f£in vhales which had not been possible in such
detail previously. This analysis confirmed the estimates of mortaiity rates,
and hence of stock size and sustainable yields, which had been made in previous
assessments. So the review of the marking data simnly confirmed the figures
which the Committee of Four, and subsequently the Scientific Committee, had
been working on.

We had little new to say about blue whales, but we did look again at the
effects of variations in catch rates betveen expeditions of different nationa-
lities It may be remembered that, in the previous year, we had looked at
these differences, and had taken some account of them in making our estimates
of stock size and the rate of depletion of the stocks.

As a consequence of this revision of the data, we agreed that it ras not
necessary to change the indices of abundance of whale stocks which had
previously been put forvard. We did, however, see that it would be very
important to take account of differences in catch rates by expeditions of
different nationalities in the future as the number of expeditions declines
and a change in the balance of numbers between different nations takes place.

The last matter which we considered was the possible review of the
arrangement of ths statistical tables produced by the Bureau of International
Whaling Statistics. The suggestions which the Joint Working Group had have
been made to the Bureau through Mr. Vangstein, and were also, I believe,
considered by the Scientific Committee of the Commission last week.
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If T may, Mr. Chairman, I should like to refer at this point to what is
esgentially the second stage of tiils assessment. F.A.0. produced a paper,
which was sent to the Secretariat at the last moment, and this vas the report
of the Working Group consisting of Mr. Boerema and Mr. Gulland who met in
Rome early in May to analyse the 1965/1966 season eatches. ' This report is
entitled, "Report on the Effects on Whale Stocks of Pelagic Operations in the
Antarctic during the 1965/66 Season and on the Present Status of those Stocks."
‘In the form in which I have it, it is an F.4.0. document. That is, it is the
report of F.A.0. to this Commission on the assessment made under agreements
between our two organisations. I think that this report alsc was taken into
account by the Scientific Committee last week, and copies are now available
from the Secretary.

If the Chairman wished, I could give a brief summary of the findings in
that report also which are, I think, the definitive ones at this time.

Dr. D.G. CHAPMAN (U.S.A.): On the question of the distribution of
the F.A.0. report, it was distributed to the Scientific Committee and was
congidered by them, but I am not sure that it has been distributed to the
Commissioners.

The ACTING SECRETARY: Just in case anybody is not clear about this,
we have the F.A.0. assessment renort, IWG/18/7, and this has been distributed.
Hovever, there is a second one covering the 1965/1966 secason vhich is almost
ready and will be distributed as soon as possible

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Dr. Chapman and
Dr. dackintosh.

If there is no cbjection, I should like the Technical Committee to keep
in mind the results in that report, as well as the recommendations of the
further report vhich was prepared on the basis of the results of the 1965/1966
season. Are there any other proposals? (Agreed)

I think that it would be expedient if it were possible for Mr. Holt to
make a more extended comment at the meeting of the Technical Committee, if he
would.

Mr. S.J. HOLT (F.A.0.): Certainly.

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Are there any objections to such a
proposal?  (Agreed)

It is almost time for us to adjourn, although we have not succeeded in
dealing with the agenda items in the first half of the plenary session.
However, that is perhaps not my fault since we began our work a little late.
I propose to adjourn now and we vill meet again at 2.30 p.m., vhen ve will
work for approximately an hour. After that, the Technical C.mmittee vill
start its meeting. Is there any objection? (Agreed)

(The Meeting adjourned at 4.00 p.m.)
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{Zhe Meeting reconvened at 2,35 Do, )

The CHATRMAN {Interpretction): Good afternoon, Gentlemen.
I feel sure thet you have had enough time for a good lunch, and I feel
canfident that our further discussions will proceed with greater speed
than before.

Under item 8 of our agerda there is a sub-item (c) Arrangements for
continuaticn of the stock assessmert work, Before solving that problem
I would think we should hiear the opinion of the F.A.0Q. representative
concerming this suvbject, and we should alsc like to hear the opinicn of
our Scientific Committee on that matter. As Dr. Holt is not present at
the moment I would like to give the floor to Dr. Chapman.

D D.G. CHAPMAN (U.Sc4.): Mr. Cheirman, the Scientific
Cormittee did not discuss at its meeting the questicn of continued assessment;
however, it had made its views on this point very clear at the previous two
or three meetings.

I think the Scientifi: Committee is quite well agreed on the need for
continuedl assessment for baleen stocks in the North Pacific as well as in the
Antarctic, and as T indicated fto you befcre Ilunch, the Scientific Conmmittee
took special note of the situztion with regzard to cperm whale stocks, and
indicated the need for assessment there. 30 I think I can say with
assurance that we shovld lilke <o have continued the assessment by the F.A.O.
group for the Antaretic beleen whales and would, as I repeat, recommend that
assessmer’ be started by the F.A.0. group with respect to snerm whale stocks.

Thanlk you, 3r. Chei-man.
The CHATRMAN \interprctation): Thank you, Dr. Chapman.

What would be the pronosals of the Commissioners on this subject?
I hope that the Technicel Committee, when dircussing the problem of the
scientific investigation of the world stocks, would have in mind that
recommendation of the scientists.

Are there no other proposals, Gentlemen? If there are no other
proposals we will nrocexd to item © of the agenda.

As you know, last February in Honolulu there was a neeting of the Sperm
Whale Sub-Comnmittee; their meport was considered, as we imow, by the
Scientific Committee, and it is likely that it will be included with the
Scientific Committee Report as an anneiw, I would like to ask the Chairman
of the Sperm Whale Sub-Committee, Mr. Gambell, fto give us his comments on

the report.

Mr. R. GAMBELL (United Kingdom): Mr. Chairman, the report of
the Sperm Whale Sub-Committee meeting in Honolulu has been distributed
by the Secretariat in advance of this meeting, and for this reason has not been
included in the report of the Scientific Conmittee.

The main results of %he meeting in Honolulu were first of all to take
note of considerable advances which have occurred in the whele field of the

understending of the bioclogy of the spern whales as a species. There is
still need for considerably nore work to be done, but 2 great degl has heen
learnt since the first meeting of the Sperm Whale Sub~Conmdttee in Seattle

in November, 1963.

The nain recommendations which the Sub-Cconittee made to the Scientific
Committee, which have been endorsed by that Committee, are first of 211 the
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urgent need for more narking of sperm whales to be carried out, particularly
to delineate stocks, to estimate the rates of movement and also as a check’
on age determination methodse Age determination is one of the key problems
_still remaining to be solved, and there is continuing work in hand in this
connection, concerned with stendardisation of age readings from the teeth
of spern wheles. There is considerable agreement already, and it is Jjust
a matter now of making sure each country is assessing the age of the whales
which they sample in exactly the same way.

We recompended to the Seientific Committee also, and this you have
heard of already, that what we cglled an internaticnal group or a apecial
group should be set up to make overall assessments of sperm whale stocks,
particularly those exploited on pelagic whaling grounds, and the Seientific
Committee has now decided thet this special group should, in fact, be the
F.A. O group.

In addition %o the special group concerned with grounds exploited
by a nuober of different nations quite definitely, we should &lso like to
encourage natiomal assessment groups to continue their assessments of their
own local resources, in terms of land station catches. The international
group end the national groups should work in close collaboration,with
exchanges of data and exchanges of ideas on methods of analysis and so One
The data available at the present time is rather limited, and so we have
asked that all those countries concerned should take inmediate steps to
make available for the coming season, and as far as possible for past seasons,
the data necessary for adequate assessment worke

One other itenm of particular concern was that we should understand the
social structure of sperm whale populations, because of the possibility of
there being numbers of males which are surplus to the reproductive needs of
the population as a whole, and therefore making a part of the population
which is expendable from the population’s point of view, but therefore that
mueh more useful from the whaling aspect. We need to know more about the
whole structure of sperm whale schools, and we ask that special permits
should be granted, by the countries concerned, allowing whole schools of
spern whales to be taken, in order that this aspect of their structure should
be more thoroughly understoodo

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHATRMAM {Interpretation): As therc are N0 seeese
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The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): As there are no other proposals,
I would like to suggest that this matter should be referred for consideration
by the Technical Committee, and I would like to ask the Techaical Committee
to consider the question of sperm whales in the light of the Report of the
Sperm Whale Sub-Comnittee and the Report of the Scientific Committee, as
well as in the light of the other papers on that aspect., Are there any
other proposals on that matter? May I take it if therz are no other propo-
sals that this one is carried? (Agreed) :

May we now proceed to Item 10 of - the agenda, North Pacific whale stocks;
a sub-item is the Report of +the Scientific Committee. Briefly, on the
history of this problem, as is known, the North Pacific Working Group on
the North Pacific whale stocks was organised due to the reguest of the
Commission during its Fourteenth Meebing in 1962, I+ comprises the
representatives of Canada, Japan, the U.S5.A. ard the U.S.S.R. The
results of the work carried out by the Group were submitted to the
Commission at its annual meebingsin 1963 and 1984 as an annexe to the
Report of the Scientific Committee, In February, 1966, the North Pacific
Working Group cerried out ifts nex% meeting in Honolulu; later on it net
before the znnuzl meeting o the Commission, and at that meeting of the
Scienyific Committee this matter was discussed and Dr, Chapman mentioned it
in his report to the Commission., Is there any further necessity to ask
Dr. Chapman to comment on that matter or not? My understanding is that
those present are of the point of view that il is not necessary to ask
Dr. Chapman to comment again on this matter,

Concerning sub-itea (™) of Item 10 of the agenda, that is the Report
from the Commissioners of the North Pacific whaling countries, I would like
to mention to you thait at the Seveunbeenth Meeting of the Commission, it
was decided that the Commissioners of the North Pacific whaling countries
would gather to discuss the problems arising from the whaling operations,
The Commissioners and their adviser: metv in Honolulu in February, and
Dr. McHugh served as Chairman, DILater on, those Commissioners wet in London

last week t0 discuss the sams problem, As far as I know, the work of
that North Pacific Commissioners'! Group is not yet finished, I would like
to ask Dr. McHugh what his idesas are gbout whether it is necessary to
discuss the work of the Horth Pacific Commissioners! Group at this plenary
session, or %o refer it to the second plenary session,

Dr, J.L. McHUGH (U.S.A): Mr. Chairmen, I think it would be too
early to talk in detall ahout the work of fhis special Group of Commissioners
because, as you have already said, we have not completed our work, and
therefore it is not possible to say exactly whab our recommendations will
be. Therefore, I would like to follow your suggestion and refer this mstter
to the second plenary session, when I hope that we will have completed our
work, .

Th= CHATRMAN (Interpretation): T would like to point out that
in eny cese that matter,befors the Commission will tsake any decision upon
it, should be discussed in 5he Technical Committee. However, as we have
accutulated several such provlems including the Internstional Observer
Schene, it seems thal it would be necessary to have a small special meeting -
of the plenary session before the Technical Committee finishes its work,
At such a plenary session, with your permission, we could hear the comnents
of Dr. McHugh, Are there any objections? (Agreed)

Then let us proceed %o Item 11 of %the agenda, land stations. As was
known before this meeting, since the 20th June there has been a special
meeting of the special group on land stations, and ropresentatives of the
Argentine, Austrzlia, New Zealand, «»f United Kingdom participated in it.
If +the Commissioners would not mind, I would like to ask Mr. Tame who was
the head of that meeting to put forward his corments on the results :
achieved.
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M. W.C. TAME (United Kingdom): Thank you, Mr. Chajrman., As you
said, the Committee met last week, and the first thing that I think the
Committee noted was tihat there are now only two members of the Commission
which are actively interested in land station operations - the United Kingdom
and South Africa. The group was advised that it was not possible for the
Commission to fix a separate catch limit for land stations, as this was not
in accordance with article V ii (¢) of the Convention, and the group came to
the conclusion that the best method of regulating the land station catch was
by asking the two countries concerned to continue the voluntary limitations
that had already been adopted by those countries for land station catches.

The group took note of certain special features of land stations as
compared with pelagic expeditions, and came to the conclusion that it might
not be necessary for these two countries to do more than continue the under-
taking that they had already given, that the catch limits should not be
increased beyond the 1964/5 figure, or the average over the three seasons,
1963, 1964 and 1965. They realised, however, that they could not express
a final view on that until they knew the Commission's views about the total
catch limit for the coming year. It was therefore considered that the precise
undertakings to be adopted by these two countries would have to be reviewed
in the light of the Commission's views about the total overall catch.

As regards the Observer Scheme, again the group felt that it could not
make very much progress without knowing whether an Observer Scheme was going
to be continued by the pelagic countries and, if so, what form it should take.
OQnce again, however, both of the countries with an interest in land stations
expressed their desire and willingness to participate in z .suitable observer
scheme .

I think, Mr. Chairman, I should also invite the attention of the Commission
to the remarks that the group made about land station operations by countries
which are not members of the Commission, The group had before it figures
relating to Peru and Chile, which showed that these two countries were now
operating from land stations to a wery much larger extent than in the recent
past at any rate, and that their catch was now something like half of the total
catch from land stations in the southern hemisphere. Moreover, quite a
considerable proportion of this catch was of blue whales and humpback whales, -
Although T think there may be some doubt as to whether the blue whale stocks
are entirely the same as those inhabiting the Antarctic regions, the group
nevertheless felt that this was 2 very serious situation, and that the Commission
ought to try and get the co-operation of Peru and Chile in limiting the land
station operations, Otherwise there was z danger that the work of the
Commission might be mullified. TFhank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Mr. Tame. Perhaps some
of the Commissioners wish to make comments or express opinions now, or shall we
transfer this matter for the Technical Committee's consideration? I understand
that Mr. Setter supports the proposal to put this matter for the consideration
of the Technical Committee. If there are no other proposals that is carried,

Let us proceed to item 12 on the agenda, economic studies of whaling
regulations. T should like to remind you, Gentlemen, that at the Seventeenth
Meeting the Scientific Committee recommenied that a group of eccnomic experts
be organised, and that that group should be comprised of eccnomists and experts
in the type of problems of the whaling industry, but not currently employed
in it, and that that group should be appointed to carry out investigations
and studies of whaling operations from the economic point of view, This
problem was included into the agenda of the Scientific Committee as item k.

It is covered by item 12 of the agenda of the amnual meeting of the Commission,
and it is to be discussed at the plenary session. As I understand it the
Scientific Committee has not adopted any further recommendation on that prohblem.
I think it would be expedient to transfer this problem for the consideration

of the Technical Committes. Lre there any objections? As there are no
objections the proposal is carried. Thank you, Gentlemen,
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Item 13 on the agenda is Infractions. If there are no objections
from Commissioners, I should like to propose that this matter be referred
to the Technical Committee, for the careful consideration of all national .
reports of infractions. Are there any objections to that proposal?

Then we are agreed to give that to the Technical Committee., Are there any

further proposals?

Concerning item 14, Report of the Technical Oommittee, T should like
to propose that this be considered and adopted after its work is finished.
I would propose that the same procedure be adopted for item 15, the
Report of the Finance and Administration Committee., )

We now come to item 16, Gentlemen, the Seventeenth Annual Report.

/The draf4 wasrprepared... .........
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The draft was prepared by the Secretary of the Commission, Mr. Wimpenny,
and circulated to the countries as I%WC/18/5. I should like to hear the
comments, amendments or other points of view of the delegations concerning
the draft report. We might take the report paragraph by paragraph and, after
that, the document will be formally put to the plenmary session. Does anyone
wish to take the floor?

Dr. Mackintosh is not quite sure that 21l delegations are in possession
-of the draft report.

Mr. C.G. SEPTER (Australia): We have not received a copy of the
report, and I understand that Canada and the Netherlands are in the same
position.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): In that case, I would propose that
we might consider this draft report at our last plenar, session. Is that
-agreed? (Agreed)

If we can turn now to item 17, "Amendments to the Schedule", I should like
to remind you first of all that all proposals for the amendment of the Schedule
should first be referred to the Technical Committee. I should like to ask the
Technical Committee to give the exact wording of any amendment that it
recomunends.

If there are no other views on item 17, "smendments to the Schedule", that
will be referred to the Technical Committee. (fgreed)

Is it agreed that all other items on the agenda, that is items 18, 19, 20,
21 and 22, shall be considered at the last plenary session? (Agreed)

Mr. H.T. KNUDTZON (Norway): I should like if I may to make a short
comment on item 17 (e), "Schedule Paragraph 8(a) - Blue whale unit catch limit
in the Antarctic". As you will knov, the active pelagic whaling companies have
come together here in London to discuss the distribution of the total global
quota fixed for pelagic ~haling in the Antarctic.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Excuse me, Mr. Knudtzon, but the
decision has been taken to refer that problem for consideration at the meeting
of the Technicael Committee. TWill it be possible for you to express your point
of view at the Techaical Committee meeting in order that the initial discussion
may be held there?

Mr. H.T. KNUDTZON (Horway): I am very sorry, lir. Chairman, to have
to bother you and the other Commissioners and advisers, I quite agree that
this question of the blue +hale unit catch limit in the Antarctic should be
considered by the Technical Committee, but what I had in mind to suggest was
that the plenary session might ask the Techaical Committee to deal with this
as the first item of its agenda, and perhaps the Commission could decide at
the plenary session on this vital point of fixing the total pelagic global quota.
That would expedite and facilitate the deliberations between the active pelagic
countries as regards the division of the global gquota which is to be fixed by
the Commission.

That was my point. I quite agree that the gquestion has to be dealt with
by the Technical Committee.

The CHATIRMAN {Interpretation): Thank you, Mr. Knudtzon. Are there
any other comments or proposals, Gentlemen?

We will close our plenary session now in order to give the Technical
Committee an opportunity to meet today and proceed to its work. Pomorrow at
nine o'clock there will be a meeting of the North Pacific Commissioners, and
at 10.30 the Technical Committee will continue its work.

The ACTING SECRETARY (Administrative announcements)
(The Meeting adjourned at 3.15 p.m.)
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INTERNATIONAL _WHALING _COMMISSI ON

EIGHTEENTH MEETING

Session of Thursday, 30th June, 1966

In the Chair: Mr. M. N. Sukhoruchenko (U.S.S.Re)

The Chairman(InterpretatiayGood Afterncon, Gentlemen. May I call the
plenarfy session to order and declare the second plenary session open.

Befoere drawing your attention to the agenda, I would like to give the
floor to the Acting Secretary, Dr. Mackintosh, for an announcement, '

The ACTING SECRETARY: This is quite a small point, but to
save any possible confusion later I would say that one of the papers Just
circulated is the FPinance and Administration Committee's Report, which you
will see is marked IWC/18/L; this should be marked IWC/18/1k, so would
you please make the correction.

The Chairmen(Tnterpretation):Gentlemen, if there is no objection, I would
prefer to discuss the items in the order as listed in our agenda. May T
take the common silence as the common approval? (Agreed)

Thus, I would like to draw your attention to item 5 of the agenda, the
International Observer Scheme. This problem has been discussed at the
Technical Committee meeting, and I would like to ask Mr. Setter to give his
comments on the decision taken by the Technical Committee.

Mr. C.G. SETTER (Australia): Yr. Chairman, as indicated in the

report of the Technical Committee,under item 9 the Technical Committee

examined the question of the International Observer Scheme. Wailst there
was unanimous support in the Committee for the implementation of an observer
scheme, there was some difference of opinion as to how such a scheme should be
implemented. Some delegates were in favour of renewing the agreement which had
been reached between the pelagic whaling countries, and for an obsecsver scheme
covering pelagic whaling in the Antarctic, whilst other delegates held the view
that any scheme introduced should cover both pelagic and land~based whdling
operations.

The Committee therefore recommends to the plenary session that an
international observer scheme or schemes covering all whaling cperations be
implemented as soon as possible and, secondly, that a working group should
be set up to draw up the details of the scheme or schemes. Thank you,

Mr. Chairman. ‘

The CHATRMAN {Interpretation): Thank you, Mr. Setter. I have a
question to you concerning the second item of the recommendation of the Technical
Committee on that problem of the working group being established. What was
the intention of the Technical Committee, had the Technical Committee in mind
that such a working group should be appointed or organised during the meeting,
or would it be up to the Chairman to make nominations?

Mre C.G. SETTER (Australia): Mr., Chairman, my understanding of the
views of the Committee was that .this working group should be set up following
this meeting, at the conclusion of the Eighteenth Meeting of the Commission,
and that the group should be set up by the Chairman of the Commission.

The CHATRNAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Mr. Setter.

Gentlemen, would enybody like to make any comments on the decision taken
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‘by the Technical Committee,_or shall we accept this recommendation?

My understanding is that this problem was covered on a large acale at
- the Technical Committee meetings, thus there is nobody wishing to meke any
commentse '

Mri C.G. SETTER (Australia): Mr. Chairman, as Chairman of the
Technical Committee, I was somewhat unhappy at having to come back and make
this recommendation to the plenery session without any conerete proposals
therein.s I think that we here are all agreed that an observer scheme should
be implemented as soon as possible, but as I said, the Technical Committee
could not agree on the steps to be taken to implement that scheme. As the
Australian Commissioner, therefore, I should like to put a proposal to the
Commission, and my proposal is, that we take a definite decision on the
implenentation of the observer scheme, and my idea is that we should reecommend
to the pelagic wheling countries that they take immediate steps to implement
the observer scheme to apply to the pelagic whaling operations, and that we
should then follow that up by the working party trying to develop a scheme
that would be extended to the land-baszed operatiose.

Mr. Chairman, I therefore would like to move that the Conmi ssion
recormend to the pelagic whaling countries that the observer scheme, as
agreed previously, be implemented immediately.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Mr., Setters

Mr. H,T. KNUDTZON (Norway): I should like to second the

proposal put forward by the Australiaen Commissioner, and I should 1like o

add that Norway, since 1955 has endeavoured to obtain an agreement for 2
an international observer scheme. In spite of the fact that the Commission
strongly requests the pelagic whaling nations to implement the international
observer scheme, in the last season this scheme did not come into operation.
Even if the agreement has nuW expired, Norway repeats its assurance fron
the Seventeenth Session to put the scheme into operation if the other two
pelegic whaling countries are willing to do soe

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
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(The Pfoposal put by Australia was seconded by Japan)

The CHATRMAN: (Interpretation): Mr. Setter, although your motion
has already been seconded, I would like to pul a question to you, I would
like to ask whether your proposal would not be in contradiction with the
-Pproposal recommended by the Technical Committee for the International
Observer Scheme to cover all kinds of whaling operations fhus including
both pelagic operciions and whaling operations conducted from the land
stations.

Mr. C.G. SEfTER {Australia): Mr. Chairman, I see no contradiction
in the proposals, The Technical Committee has agreed that we should
implement an Ovserver Scheme as soon as possible; .. the proposal is that the
Obsexver Scheme should cover all whaling operations, but I do not think there
is anything to stop us implementing that proposal in stages. The obvious
first stage is to implemen’ the agreement +hat has alreidy toen reached, and that
is the reason wly I have made the proposal,

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Then I have one more question for
you, Mr. Setier;, as to whether you had an opportunity to discuss your
Proposal in the Technical Committee, or whether it is quite a new proposal,

Mr. C.G, SEITER (Ausiralia): Mr. Chairmen, as Chairman of the
Technical Committee, I “1'od not to takez any sides in the discussions that
were taking place at that meeting. The matter of the immediate implementation
of this proposal was discussed and as reported in the Technical Committee
Report, =zome dulegaticns wore not in favour of implementing a scheme for
pelagic whaling only, but that the scheme covering all whaling should come
in when arrangements had been made -0 do so. However, I %hink this Commission
has an obligalion to show its willingness Yo proceed along the lines towards
an QObserver Scheme; we already have a provision in the Schedule for pelagic
countries to place observers on board other nationel vessels. We already
have a provision in the Scnsdule to impiement +this Scheme, and I think
that we as a Commission could gquite easily make g recommendation to the
DPelagic countries to do so immediately., Thank you,

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Th-vk you, Mr. Setter, sc I -
underatand that you prefer to raise the problem at the Plenary Session in
order not to make the work of the Technical Comnitiee more complicated..

Mr, I. FUJITL (Japan) (Interpretation): Mr, Chairman, thank you
very much, Japan agrees with the Australian proposal from the practical
point of view thal the International Observer Scheme for the pelagic opera-
tions ‘should be implemented first and that the scheme for the land stations
operations should be discusced and studied and implemented after the Inter—
national Observer Scheme for pelagic operations,

In fact, Japen made this proposal in the Technical Committee, and at
the Plenary Session Mr, Setier, on behalf of the Australian delegation has
made a proposal giving explarations in detail., T do not think this new
proposal is in contradiction to the Report presented by the Technical
Committee. Because of the reasons I have stated, I would like to support
the proposal made by the Australian dslegation.

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): I do not mean this personally,
but I would just like %o mention that since you have had long discussions
during the Technical Committee meetings, I would like to ask you %o be
as brief as possible, as far as this is concerned,

Dr, L.G. LAFITSKII (U.S.S.R.) {Interpretation): The Scviet
delegation is against the Australian proposal made by the Australian
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delegation for the following reasons: first, this proposal made by

the Australian dilegation is in contradiction with the recommendation of
our Technical Committee Report, particulerly in the wording of our
recommendation where it says that a number of delegates are in favour of
the International Observer Scheme applying not only for pelagic whaling
but ‘also for whaling carried out from land stations,

Secondly, if we extend this Internstional Qbserver Scheme only for
pelagic whaling, of course the catches from the land stations will be out
of control, '

The third point is that so as to implement this International Observer
Scheme it is certain that every nation should take on the obligation of
implementing the Scheme,

/Consequently, there should be
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Consequently, there should be agreement on the Intermational Observer
Scheme, but now we have no such agreement as the agreement of 1963 has
already expired. TFor this reason the Soviet Delegation will vote
against this proposal.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Shall we continue to discuss
that problem? Does no one else wish to comment?

On a question of clarification, how do you wish me to deal with
your motion, as an amendment to the recommendation of the Technical
Committee or as an addition to it?

Mr. C.G. SETTER (Australia}: This is a proposal brought up
under the agenda item by the International Observer Scheme. It would
be quite acceptable, if the majority of the members of this Commission
wished to make such a recommendation to the pelagic countries and wished
to support the proposal that this could be done Jjust as a recommendation
from the Commission without amending any schedules or any proposals at
all. It is just a recommeniation to the pelagic countries to implement
the Scheme, and it is up to the pelagic countries then to work it out
together. However, I think that if the majority of the members of this
Commission are of the opinion that we should meke such a recommendation,
we should take it as 2 recommendation of this Commission.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Mr.Setter.

T understand, Mr. Setter, that you would not object if we were to
put forward first a motion for the recommendation of the Technical
Committee and then your recommendation supported by the Norwegian and
Japanese delegations,

Mr. C.G. SETTER (Australia): No Sir, not at all.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): e will put the recommendation
of the Technical Committee to the vote. Who is in favour, Gentlemen?
Thank you. Is there anybody against the recommendation adopted by the
Technical Committee? The recommendation of the Technical Committee is
agreed unanimously. .

I will now put the motion put forward by Kr. Setter and supported by
the Norwegian and Japanese delegations and opposed by the Soviet
delegation, The proposal is as follows:-

That the Commission would recommend for thé Antarctic pelegic whaling
countries the implement:tion as soon as possible of the International
Observer Scheme, the previous International Observer Scheme.

Are there any comments om that?  Mr. Setter?

Mr. C.G. SETTER (Australia): That covers the recommendation I
made, thank you, Mr. Chairman,

. The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Since there were two seconders to
that motion and one delegation was against it, T shall have to put it to the
vote, if there are no objections to putting that proposal to the vote.

Dr. Maskintosh, I should like to ask you to take a vote on the motion
Dr.Setter put.

The ACTING SECRETARY: Msy I re-state the motion in case anyone
is not clear. If I understand it co:rectly, it is:-

That the International Observer Scheme applicable to the pelagic
whaling should be implemented as soon as possible.

Am I correct?
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Mr. C.G., SETTER (Australia): My proposal was that the
Commission recommend to the pelagic whaling countries that they
implement the Scheme which expirec in 196551966.
The ACTING SECRETARY: Recommends the countries...?

Mr, C.G. SETTER (Australia):..to implement immediately
the International Observer Scheme which expired in 1965/1966 season.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): 1In other words, the Scheme
adopted by the agreement or agreements of 1962/19637

Mr. C.G. SETTER (Australia): Yes.

The ACTING SECRETARY: I will poll the Commission.

Argenting Not present
Auvatralia Yes

Brazil Kot present
Canada Yes

Denmark Yes

France Yes
Iceland - Abstain
Jdapan Yes

Mexico Not present
Netherlands No vote
New Zealand Yes

Noxrway Yes

South Africa Yes

U.3.8.R No

U.5.A. Yes

U.K, Yes

Those in fawour: 10 Those against: 1 One abstention
The motion is carried.
The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): So the motion is carried.

Let us then proceed to discuss the following items: we have already
taken a decision on item 6. of the agenda and we will not return o
the discussion of that item, therefore. I propose that we return to
the discussion of item 7. of the agenda later,

I should, therefore, like you to concentrate your attention on
item 8, of the agenda - Special scientific investigation of the whale
stocks and in particular sub-paragraph (c) Arrangements for continuation
of the stock assessment work.,

The Technical Committee has discussed this problem and {ta
decision is set out under item 12 of its Report. Mr, Setter, would you
like to meke any comments on the recommendation of the Technical Committee
on that item.

Mr. C.G.SETTER: I think there are two..,
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Mr. C.G. SETTER {Australia): There are two points to which I think
attention might be dravn in the Report of the Technicel Committee on this item.
The first one was the reference to the need for very precise work to be carried
out in relation to stock assessment, in view of the importance that +ill be.nlaced
on the estimates that will be made of the sustainable yields following next
season's operations.

The other point that might be raised is the invitation from the Japanese
Commissioner for scientists from F.A.0. and member countries to Join an
expedition to the Antarctic leaving about December this year, to carry out work
on surveying the stocks in the Antarctic

I think that both these points are im-ortant and, as you have said, the
Technical Committee has joined the Scientific Committee in recommending that
the stock agsessment work be coatinued.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Does anyone wish to comment on this
item? If there are no comments, under the Rules of Procedure this recommendation
has to be moved and supported.

Mr. C.G. SEITER (Australia}: I move that the stock assessment -ork be
continued as proposed by the Scientific Committee under the existing arrangements.

(The proposal was seconded by Dr. J.L. McHugh
of the United States.)

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): If there are no objections, that
recommendation is carried. (Agreed)

-Let us nov proceed to item 9 of the agenda. This item was covered under
item 14 of the Technical Committee's report. I will ask Mr. Setter to comment
on their decision.

Mr. C.G. SETTER (Australia): The Technical Committee examined the
recommendations of the Scientific Comnittee on this subject and was in agreement
with those recommendations. We simply endorsed the recommendations of the
Scientific Committee. Those recommendations are set out in five parts in the
report of the Technical Committee and, as Chairman of the Technical Committee,

I would move that they be adopted. I ~ill move those recommendations.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): What are.the viéws of the Commission
on the recommendations of the Technical Committee and the problems raised?

Dr. W.M. SPRULES (Canada): Canada would like to second the motion
-laced before us by Mr. Setter. :

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): ILs there anybody else?

(The proposal - as also seconded by the U.S.S.R )

The CHAIRMAN ( Interpretation): If mo one is against this proposal,
it is adopted. (Agreed)

Ve -ill proceed nov to item 10 on the agenda, ~hich has been covered under”
item 10 of the Technical Committee's report. I have the preoblem of deciding
to whom to give the floor, Dr. ilcHugh or Mr. Setter.

Mr. C.3. SETTER (Australia): There is no problem, ¥r. Chairman.
I think Dr. JdcHugh should deal with this omne.

Dr. J.L. McHUGH (U.S.4.): I do have a problem, because the report
of the Group of North Pacific Comnissioners has not been approved by the
Commissioners yet. It is now in their hands for approval, and I think that
the appropriate wording to consider is the wording in the report of the
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Technical Committee. I will be very glad to go over that briefly, if you like.

The Technical Committee looked at the scientific assessment of the

- condition of the North Pacific whale stocks and reiterated its recommendations
pade at the Honolulu meeting in February =ith the exception of the recommendation
concerning fin whales. The recommendations concerning the other species were
that the five-year prohibition on killing blue vhales in the North Pacific be
continued, that the prohibition on killing humpback -hales be continued for
another year -- that is for 1967 -- but the Group sav no need for any further
regulations on sei or sperm ~hale stocks in the North Pacific because there is
no evidence at the present time that either of these stocks has been over-
exploited. With respect to fin ~hales, we —ere not able to reach complete
agreement. Ve were attempting to find a means of getting the catch of fin
vhales-below the sustainable yield by 1969, but we -ere not able to —ork out a
mechanism for this »surpose ¥e oropose to carry on our work by an exchangs of
correspondence, hoping that we may be able to resclve the question, and possibly
hold another meeting prior to the 1967 season.

I think that ie the gist of the conclusions of the Scecial Group of the

North Pacific Commissioners, Mr. Chairman, and that is the gist of the summary
of our rejsort that apoears in the report of the Technical Committee.

/The CHATRUAN (Interpretation)- Thank you, ..



- 27 - I%C/18/18

The GHATRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Dr. McHugh.
Well, Mr. Setter, what is the proposal of the Technicel Committee?

Mr, C.G. SETTER {Australia): Mre Chairman, the Technical
Committee, following a verbal report from dr. McHugh, as Chairman of the
North Pacific Group, endorsed the proposal of the North Pacific Group
that there should be no change in the existing ban on the taking of blue
whaeles in the North Pacific, and the ban on the taking of hunpback whales
should be continued in 1967. .

I think that we should move that this be the recommsndation of this
Comaission, and I would so move, Mr. Chairman.

The CHALIRMAN (Interpretation):  Thank you, Mr. Setter. I give
the floor to Rr. McHugh.

Dr. J.L. McHUGH (U.S.A.): The United States will second that
Motion. '

: The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Who is also in support of that
proposal? The Japanese Delegation, the Norwegian Delegation, also Canada.
Thank you, Gentlenen., Are there any objections? As there are no objections
the recommendation of the Technical Cormittee is adopteds

Now let us consider iten 12 of the Agenda, Land Stationss. My understanding
is that the decision taken by the Technical Committee on that item was
included in its item 3 of the agenda. Are there any comments from the
Technical Committee to the decision talken?

Mr. C.G. SETTER (Australia): Mr. Chaiman, the views of the
Technical Committee are set out in the report on pagé 3 of the Technical
Co.mittee report, and the Committee has recommended that the Chairman of the
Commission should get in touch with the Governments of Peru and Chile direcfly,
or through the special organisation of the United Nations, in order to establish
- contact for adopting the necessary measures on the regulations of whaling from
land stationss

We have had considerable discussion on this gquestion of the catches being
taken at the land stations in Chile and Peru, and the Technical Committee felt
that some action should be taken in an endeavour to persuade those countries to
conform to the regulations as set out under the International Whaling Convention,
and particularly in respect of the protection for blue and humpback whéales.

So that I would, therefore, move that the Chairman contact those two countries
with a view to reazching agreement on the regulatiomsef whaling in those areess

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Mr. Setter. Are there
any further comments, Gentlemen on the proposal of the Technical Ccomittee?
Nobody wishes to take the floor. Have you any other proposals?  Then who
will second the Motion of Mr. Settexr?

(The Motion was seconded by the United Kingdon, the U.S.hs
and the U.S.S.R.)

Thank you, Gentlemen, Are there any objections? As there are
no objections the Motion is carrieds

Mr. C.G. SETTER (Austrdlia): There was one other matter under
this heading that the Technical Comnittee exanmined, and it was in connection
with the Report of the special grcup .on land stations, and the indication
by the Commissioners from the United Kingdom and South Africa that they would
"be willing to continue to restrict whaling operations from the land stations
under their control. I think that this Commission should make a recomnnendation
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to those countries to carry out that intentions.  Therefore I would nove,
Mr. Cheiymen, that a recommendation go to the Governmentsof the United
Kingdom and South Africa, to continue to impose the voluntary limitaticns
on the catches from their land stations.

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Well, Gentlemen, is this
proposal clear for all? If it is clear for all who seconds the propcsal?

(The Motion was seconded by South Africa and the United
Kingdom. )

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Are there any ob jections to
the Motion? There are no objections, so the proposal is carried. Thenk
you, Gentlenen, '

Item 12 of the agenda, Economic studies of whaling regulations.
I would like to remind you, Gentlemen, that at the Seventeenth Meeting the
Scientific Connmittee recormended the establishment of a group of economists,
who wers experts in the field of the whaling industry, provided that such
economista were not employed in the whaling industry at that time. Such
a group of economists, experts in the types of problems in the whaling
industry, but not currently employed in it, should be established to study
whaling problems from an economic point of views

This proposal was discussed at the Scientifiec Coumittee meeting, but
without taking any decision they referred it to the Technical Committee, and
the Technical Cornittee has teken a decision, under item 13, at page 8
of its report. '

T wonder whether,Mr. Setter, you would wish to nake any comments cn
that item.

/ Wr. C.G. Setter {Austrelia): Mr. Chairmen, the Technical...
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Mr, C.G. SETTER (Australia): Mr. Chairman, the Technical Committee
considered this item and found it wes not possible to reach any conclusions
in the absence of any definite proposals regarding economic investigations
into the whaling industry, and I think the general feeling of the Technical
Committee was that this matter might be looked at by national groups,
and that if a substantive proposal came before the Commission it would
then be possible to examine it. But in the absence of such & proposal,

. the Committee found itself unable to reach any decision, so that the
Commititee recommends that the matter be dropped until such time as a
substantive proposal is presented. As Cheirman of the Committee, I
would move,

(ghe Propozal wes seconded by Dr. W.M, Sprules, Canada)

Dr. W.M. SPRULES (Canada): I would like to second this motion,

- but I wonder if you would permit me just to speak to it for a moment, I
think we all agreed last year that there would be benefits which might
accrue if an economic assessment group could work with our techmical

experts with regard to the economics of whaling, A4s I pointed out in the
Technical Committee discussions, Canada gave this very serious consideration,
but we were unable to come up with any concrete proposal. I would just

like to suggest that after the vote has been taken or after the indication
has been received with regard to the wishes of all of. the member nations
concerning this motion which is before us, I wonder if consideration could
be given by the Commission to asking F.A.0., because of their particular
competence and expsrience in dealing with the economics of fisheries matters,
if they would be willing to look into this matter for us, Perhaps they
could a2t some time come up with a proposal that the Commission might give
consideration to. )

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): What is Mr, Holt's opinion on
that matter?

Mr, S.J. HOLT (F.A.0.): Mr. Chairman, if the Commission so
desires, I think #.A.0. could accept that invitation, bearing in mind
the limitations of data available for msking any studies. It would £it
in very well with some current activities which perhaps I should mentions:
the recent first session of the nevly established F.A,0, Committee on
Fisheries in examining items for possible consideration in future has
decided to consider or pay some attention at its meeting next year to the
econonic effects of fishery regulations; and the Secretariat of F.A.O.
have an obligation to prepare background papers for that discussion,

T think it would be possible %o prepare at the same time a working
document or a proposal,if that is the intention of this Commission,which
could be subsequently submitted to the Commissien.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): So we have two proposals now:
the first proposal is to delete the matter from discussion until it is put
into some concrete form, and this is the proposal of the Technical
Committee, The second proposal put forward by Dr. Sprules is for the
Comnmission to raise this problen with the F,A.0. and ask them whether they
can assist us in achieving the solution of this problem, Is my understanding
- of these proposals correct?

Dr. W.M, SPRULES (Canada): Yes, Mr, Chairman, I seconded
Mr, Setter's proposal that this Commission accept the recormendation of
the Technical Comaittee on this matter, and T would suggest that there
should be a decision made on this., Once that decision has been made,
Canada would be prepared to propose as a motion the proposal which you
have just outlined so adequately for me,

The CHATRMAN (interpretation): Mr, Setter, would you object
if we discussed the proposal put by Dr. Sprules?
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Mr. C.G. SETTER (Australia): No, not at all, T will second
Dr. Sprules' proposal, if you really want to complicate it.

Mr, I.¥. DENISENKO (U.S.S.R.) (Interpretation): Mr, Chairman,
nay I ask Mr, Holt of F,A.0. a question? It concerns the financial
aspects in settling this matter.

Mr, S.J, HOLT (F.4.0.): Mr. Chairman, if I understood the question
correctly, I think the answer is that F.4,0.'s services would be free in
this regard.

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you for that elarification
for the benefit of Mr, Denisenko. Dr, Sprules! proposal has been seconded
by Mr. Setter; who else is supporting the proposal? The delegations of
the United States and the Soviet Union support it.Are there any objections
to it? If not, the proposal put by Dr. Sprules is carried, (Agreed)

Let us proceed to discuss itenm 13 of our agenda, Infractions., The
Technical Committee appointed the Infractions Sub-Comnittee, and has taken
certain recommendations under item 4, Does Mr. Setter wish to make any
corments? '

Mr, C.G. SETTER (Australia): Mr. Chairman, T think there are no
recommendations erising out of that, The Sub-Cormittee drew attention to
certain developments which had also been noted by the Scientific Committee,
and I think there are no recommendations erising out of the Report of the
Infractions Sub-Committee.

/The CEATRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, ...
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Gentlemen, are you all aware of the recommendation of the
Technical Committee and the Infracticns Sub-Committee? May I take it

that you are acquainted with thzt Report? If so, I should like to
ask for a seconder for the motion from the Technical Committee,

(The proposal was seconded by Dr.d .M,.Sprules of Canada)

: Dr, W.¥,SPRULES (Canada): I am very familiar with the
Infractions Sub-Committee's Report.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Who else wishes to support
this? .

(41lso supported by USSR, UK, South Africa and USA)

There are no objections? Then the motion, being agreed unanimously,
I should like to propose that we have a2 tea hreak,

(The. meeting adjcurned at-3.06 ».m.
and reconvened a2t 3.45 p.m.)

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Gentlemen, may I have your
attention? I should like to poopose that we proceed with the
discussion of the sub-items of agenda item 17. the Amendments to the
Schedule. As you know, all the proposals dealing with amendments
to the Schedule are to be considered by the Technical Committee.

Thus, we are dealing now only with amendments proposed by the wordin
Technical Committee and {he Technical Committee will give the pr901se/ £
of each recommendation of amendment to the Schedule,

The first amendment is concerned with Paragraph 5 of the Schedule,
the Position of the Sanctuery. The Technical Committee's opinion is

given in item 8 of its Report. I should like to ask Mr.Settei to give
us the wording of their pwoposal.

Mr. C.G. SETTER (fustralia): The Technical Committee considered
that there was no need to change the position regarding the Sanctuary,
and therefore we have not offered any change of wording., The proposal

is that there be no change in the Schedule so far as the Sanctuary is
concerned,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Mr. Setter. Who
supports this proposal?

(The proposel was seconded by Japan)

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Dr. Mackintesh, would you
please take the vote on that amendment to the Schedule,

The ACTING SECRETALRY: The proposal is that no action should
be teken to close the Sanctuary, that it shcould be kept open in the
season 1966/1967.

Argentina Not present
Australis Yes

Brazil Not present
Canada Yes

Denmark Yes

France Yes
Iceland Yes

Japan Yes

Mexico

Not present
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Netherlands No wote
New Zealand Yes

Norweay : Yes

Panama Not present
South Africa Yes

USSR Yes

UsA Yes

UK . Yes

Agreed unsnimously.

§

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): The motion was....



- 33 - IvC/16/18

The CHAIRMaN (Interpretation): The motion was carried unanimously
by the Commission.

We will proceed now to paragraph 6(4) of the Schedule -- Humpback.whaling
in North Pacific after 1966 season. This problem was discussed at the meeting
of the North Pacific Commissioners under the chairmanship of Dr. McHugh, and
with Commissioners Pujita, Sprules and Sukhoruchenko present. The proposal,
which wag ineluded as a part of the recommendations concerming the North
Pacific whaling operations, was referred to the Technical Committee.

Who would like to comment on that proposal?

Mr. C.G. SETTER {Lustralia): The Technical Comnittee endorsed the
recommendation of the North Pacific Group, and it was proposed therefore that
paragraph 6(4) of the Schedule be amended to read:

"It is forbidden to kill or attempt to kill humpback whales
in the North Pacific ocean and its dependent waters north
of the equator during the 1967 season."

Dr. J.L. McHUGH (U.S.A.): Before I second the motion, Mr. Chairman,
I should like to ask a guestion. I suppose that it is not necessary to say,
"during the 1966 and 1967 seasons", because the present Schedule applies to the
1966 season?

: Mr. C.G. SEITER (Australia): As the amendments to this Schedule =ill
not come into force until 90 days after this Meeting, I think this position will
be covered, if that is satisfactory to Dr. McHugh.

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): My understanding is that Dr. McHugh
is seconding the motion of the Technical Committee.

Dr. J.L. McHUGH (U.S.A.): That is correct, Mr Chairman.

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): I will then ask Dr. Mackintosh to
take a vote on that amendment of the Schedule.

The ACTING SECRETARY: The proposal is to alter item 6, paragraph 4
of the Schedule by changing the word "1966" to 1967".

Australia . Yes
Canada ‘ - ' Yes
Denmark Yes

Prance Yes
Tceland Yea

Japan . Yes ‘
Mexico Not present
Netherlanda No vote
New Zealand Yes

Norway Yes

South Africa Yes

USSR Yeos

UsA Yes

UK Yes

The motion is carried unanimously.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation)- The Commission unanimously adopted
the motion.

Let us proceed to Paragraph 7(a) of the Schedule -~ Opening of Antarctic
pelagic baleen season. A decision on this matter vas given by the Technical
Committee under item 5 of its Report. Would Mr.Setter like to comment on this?
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Mr. C.&. SETTER (Australia): I would suggest that we take both
these items together, the question of the opening date and the closing date,
because the Technical Committee has dealt with these two together, and todate
their recommendation is that there be no change. Thus, so far as the opening date
and the closing date is concerned, there is no amendment to the Schedule.

There is one other item: Deletion of words "and no
such whale catcher shall be used for the purposs of killing or attempting te
kill blue whales before 14th February in any year." The Technical Committee
also considered this matter, and agreed that these wyrds should be deleted.
Therefore, the preposal is now to amend the Schedule to delete these words.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): You are a little bit in a hurry,

" Mr,Setter. You see, according to the Rules of Procedure, we have to adopt
and vote on each amendment separately.

The ACTING SECRETARY: The proposal ....
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I an a formalist, so I cannot get away from that rule. I an putting
to the vote the proposal concerning the opening of the Antarctic pelagic baleen
Scasons

Mre CuG. SETTER (Australia): I am sorry, Mr. Chairnan.

In_connection with the opening of the baleen season, the Technical
Cormittee has recommended no changes

The CHATRMAN (Interpre‘tation): Thank you, Mr. Setters
Who will seccnd this Motion?

(The Motion was seconded by the Japanese and Soviet
Delegations)

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Dr. Mackintosh, would you please
put to the vote the recommendation of the Technical Committee, seconded by
the Soviet and Japanese Delegations.

The ACTING SECRETLRY: The Motion is, there should be no

change in the opening date of the Antarctic pelagic baleen season, as
specified in paragraph 7(a) of the Schedule.

Australia Yés

Canada Yes
Denmark Yes
France Yes
Iceland Yes
Japan Yes
New Zealand Yes
Norway : Yes
South Africa Yes
USSR Yes
UsL Yes
United Kingdom Yes

The Motion is carried unaninmouslys

. The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Gentlemen, the
Motion is carried unanimously.

The second anendment is the deletion of the words, "and no such
whale catcher shall be used for the purpose of killing or attempting to kill
tlue whales before 1lhth February in any year." That is in the same
paragraph.

The decision of the Technical Committee on that matter is covered by
item 6 of the report of the Technical Commitiee. . :

Mrs Setter, would you please give your comdents on the decision taken
by the Committee.

¥r. C.C. SETTER (fustrelia): Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact
that there is now open season for blue whales in the Anterctic, it was
decided that these words should be removed and, therefore, I nove thet the
words in paragraph 7(a) of the Schedule, after the word, "inclusive", be
deleteds

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Mr. Setter,
Vho will second the proposal.

(The Motion was seconded by Mr. I, Fujita of Japan)

¥Mr. Mackintosh, would ycu please put to the vote the proposed anendzente
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The ACTING SECRETALRY: The proposal refers to Paragraph 7(a)
of the Schedule, and is to delete the words following "inclusive", which
refer to the killing of blue whales before the lith of February.

Australia Yes
Canada Yes
" Denmark Yes
France Yes
Iceland Yes
Japan Yes
New Zedland Yes
Norway Yes
South Africa - Yes
USSR Yes
US4 Yes
United Kingdom . _ Yes

- That is carried unaninously.

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): So the amendment is agreed upon
unaniziouslys ‘

We now cone to the next amendment, paragraph B(d) of the Schedule,
Closing date of Antarctic pelagic baleen seasons The Technical Conmitiee's
decision is expressed under item 5 of the reporte Mr., Setter has already
inforred the Gormission that the decision was taken by the Comnittee to put
no change in the closing date of the baleen season, that is for it to remain
as the 7th of April. Ao I right, Mr. Setter?

Mre CeG. SETTER (Australi): That is right, Mr. Chairman.
The CHAIRWAN (Interpretation): Who will second the Motion?

(The Motion was_seconded by the Japenese Delegation)

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation):  Mr. Mackintosh, would you
please put the proposition.

The ACTING SECRETARY: The precposition is for the 7th of April
as the closing date for the Antarctic season.

Australia Yes
Canada Yes
Dennark Yes
France Yes
Tceland Yes
Jepan Yes
New Zealand Yes
Norway Yes
South Africa Yes
USSR Yes
USA ) Yes
United Kingdon Yes

That is carried unaninmously.

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation):  Thank you, Gentlemen, the Motion
was carried unaninously.

We are now proceeding to paragraph 8(a) of the Schedule, Blue whale
unit catch limit in the Antarctic. I think there will be those wishing to
give their commenta on that item, and meanwhile I would like to ask Mr.
Setter to give his comments on the decision teken by the Teclmical Coumittee
end covered by item 3 of the Report of the Technical Comittee.
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Mr. CeG. SETTER (Lustralia): Mr, Chairman, the Technical
Conrd.ttee discussed this item very fully, md there were two proposals
submitted, the proposal of the Norwegien delegation that the catéh limit
for 1966/1967 should be 3,500 blue whale units, and the proposal submitted
by the U.S.S.R. delegation that the catech liwit for 1966/1967 should be
2,500 blue whale units, with an addition of not more than 300 blue whale
units for lend stations in the Antarctice These proposals were put to the
vote and the amendment proposed by the U.S.S.R. delegaticn was defeated,
and the original proposal by the Norwegian delegation that the cateh linmit
be 3,500 blue whale units was agreed by the Committee.  Therefore the view
of the Technical Cozmititee was that the catch limit for 1966/1967 should be
3,500 blue whale unitsa

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Does anybody wish to conment
on that item?

Mr, I.F. DENISENKO (U.S.S.R.) (Interpretation): Mr. Chairman,
Gentlenen, as is well known, at the mecting of the Technical Committee
the Soviet Delegation put forward the proposal setting cut the total whaling
quota of 2,800 blue whale units for the Aintarctic in the forthcoming season,

1966/1967.

/ We still think thateseeseserarsnns
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We still think that the Eighteenth Meeting of the Commission should
adopt such effective measures 2s would actually guarantee the preservation
of whales not only from depletion but would giarantee the rebuilding of the
whale stocks in the shortest possible time, It will ensure permanent
and profitable exploitation of whale stocks, So the Soviet Delegation
is putting forward a proposal as an amendment moved by the Technical
Committee that we should allocate a total quota for blue whales
. amounting to 2,800 blue whale units.

In connection with this, the Soviet Delepation proposes that the
neriber countries of the Commission at this Eighteenth Meeting recormend
their respective governments to reduce approximately by half the number
of fleets engaged in intarctic whaling in the 1966/1967 season in comparison
with the last one. BSo the Soviet Delegatiorn considers that such a level of
cateh limit in the Antarctic will be the nost effective measure for the
preservation of whale stocks and for their permanent and continued exploi-
tation,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Does anybody wish to neke any
further comments on that item?

Mr, I. FUJITA (Japan) (Interpretation): In order to clarify
matters from the point of view of the rules of procedure, I would like to
ask one guestion of the Chairman: I wonder whether the Russian Delegation
has made a proposal, and whether this new proposal has been seconded.,

The CHAIRMAN {Interpretation): Mr, Fujita, I do not understand
whether you are asking me this question as Chairman, or Mr., Denisenko.

Mr, I. FUJITA (Japan) (Interpretation): I am asking this question
of you as Chairman, because in order to proceed with the discussion, we
have to clarify whether this has been able to qualify as an itenm
for discussion af'ter it has been seconded or not.

The CHATRMAN (interpretation): I do not fully understand your
question; I was not putting as & notion either the proposal itself or
the amendment to i%. We will tzke everything in due course, I would now
like to give the floor to those who would like to comment on this iten,

Mr. I. PUJIT4 {Japan) (Interpretation): Mr. Chairman, I
understood that the Soviet Delegation has stated their opinion and not
put a proposal, so I am not meking any comment at’this stage.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): My understanding was that the
Soviet Delegation was moving it as an amendment to the proposal,

Mr, I. PUJITA (Japan) (Interpretation): Mr, Chairman, I am a
little confused, if the Russian statement is to be established as a
proposal, it must be seconded by some other delegation and after this
T would like you to ¢ nfirm whether this proposal or statement is seconded,
thus enabling it to qualify as a proposal, '

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Mr, Fujita, I would like to ask
you to comment for the time being on the items put forward by the
Chairman, There cannot be two Chairmen at one and the same time, Now
a free exchange of opinion is taking place so the Soviet Delegation
expressed a viewpoint. If you would like to express yours, you are
welcome, When it comes to voting, in the first place the amendment will
be voted on, then the amendments made previously, and ther the motion
of the Technical Committee, as is the case of 21l motions, Now I am just
asking for your comments, and if anybody wishes to make any comments
they are welcome.
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Mr, I, FUJITA (Japan)(Interpertation): Mr, Chaimman, I do not yet
fully understand what you have said, but I should like to keep silent for the
time being so that I can listen to the statements or comments to be made by
other delegations. .

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Does anyone wish to comment on
our proposals, so that we can have an expression of opinions.

Dr, W.M. SPRULES (Canada): TIn order that we may be able more fully:
to understand the unseconded Soviet proposal, could any of the Assessment
Group tell us what would, in effect, happen if the 1965/66 fleet strength were
reduced by one half, and what this would mean in terms of estimated catch of .
whales in the Antarctic next year.

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): In that case, I should like to ask
Mr. Gulland or Mr, Helt to answer that question if possible, and if' they do
not object to it. .

Dr. Sprules, in other words,.l understand your gquestion to be: what
effect will it have on the whale stocks if the smaller quota were adopted.
Am T right?

Dr, W.M. SPRULES (Canada): I am locking for clarification. I am
afraid I am a little confused about what is happening; but it seemed to me
that the Soviet delegation made a proposal for our consideration. I do not
recall that the proposal was seconded, but you have made a decision that we
can freely discuss this. My difficulty is that I thought the Soviet proposal
was that the blue whale unit catch for the Antarctic area next season be
2,800 blue whale units, and that the fleet size be reduced for all Antarctic
nations to one half of the size that operated in the last season., If that is,
in effect, the Soviet proposal, in order for me to make a decision as to whether
I have comment or not I should like to know from the Assessment Group what a
50% reduction in effort would mean with regard to the actual catch of whales,

First of all, is my impression of the Soviet proposal correct?
Does the Soviet proposal contain 2,800 blue whale units plus a 50% reduction
in fleet size for all nations?

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): I understand this is a question
for the Soviet delegation, '

Mr, I.T. DENISENKO-(USSR)(Interpretation): The Soviet proposal
is that there be a catch limit estimated as 2,800 blue whale units, and
a reduction of marine by half,

Dr, W.M. SPRULES (Canada): Thank you very much, Mr. Chalrman.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): So my understanding is that you
are proposing a global quota as being at the level of 2,800 blue whale
units, including up to 300 blue whale units for land stations, and up to
2,500 blue whale units for pelagic fleets; and, at the same time, you are
proposing to reduce the number of pelagic fleets engaged in whaling
operations to make it half as much, Is my understanding right? Thank you,
We should like to hear Mr, Gulland's remarks.

Mr, J.A., GULLAND (United Kingdom): So far as the difference
between a pelagic quota of 2,500 and the effect of halving the number of
expeditions is concerned, it is rather difficult to say precisely what
the difference between the two would be, Last year the expeditions
operating took just over 4,000 units, though some of these expeditions
did finish operations before the end of the season, But, assuming their
operating catches are the same rate as last time, last season, presumably
at a first approximation we would suppose that half the number of expditions
would take approximately 2,000 units. It is possible however that the more
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effective expeditions would operate, so it is quite likely that half the
number of expeditions would teke somewhere quite close to the 2,500
blue whale units proposed as the altermative suggestion.

What the effect on the stocks would be, I would have to repeat the
- point put forward by the Scientific Committee: that a lot will depend on .
whether these blue whale units are taken in terms of fin whales or sei
whales or a mixture of both. The stook at the end of next season, at this
time next year, will be in a better state if these blue whale units are
taken purely as gei whales, than if some fin whales are also taken.

If you wish me to compare the results of this 2,500 unit quota with
the 3,500 unit quota, it is difficult to compare with great precision.
What we can say quite certainly is that there will be more whales left,
and also the sustainable yield from the combined fin and séi whale stocks
for the 1967/1968 season Will be higher, if only 2,500 are tsken next
season, than if 3,500 are taken., This, of course, will have a bearing

at our next meeting when there is the firm commitment to come down to
below the combined sustainable yield.

I thiok that is 211 T can zsy at the moment,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Mr. Gulland...
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The CHAIRAAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Mr. Guiland, for a very
detailed and precise explanation. )

Dr. Sprules, is that satisfactory?
_Dr. W.M. SPRULES (Canada): Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, yes.

The CHAIRMAN(Interpretation): I should like to ask vhether anyone
glae wishes to comment. If not, then we have the motion of the Technical
Committee before us. They are recommending that the total quota should be
fixed for the forthcoming season at the level of 3500 blue vhale units. The
Soviet delegation put forward an amendment to that proposal, that the catch limit
should be at the level of 2800 blue rhale units, including up to 300 for the land
stations. It vas further put forrard in the Soviet amendment that there ahould
be a decrease in the fishing effort to asproxinately a half. This would be
achieved by a reduction in the number of -haling fleets %o be sent to Antarctic
waters. Both the proposal and the amendment have been clearly stated.

Locording to the Rules of Procedure, I must now ask for a seconder for the
proposal put forward by the Techuical Committee.

(The »roposal was seconded by Norvay)

#r. I. PUJITL (Japan){Interpretation): I should like to second the
proposal wmoved by the Tuchnical Committee that the catch limit should be set at
3500 blue vhale units. Horever, before this motion is put to the vote, I think
we should have precise wording for the sentences vhich are to be voted upon.

I should, therefore, like to confiram vith Mr. Setter, vho vag chairman of the
Technical Committee, and vith ir. Khudtzon, the leader of the Norvegian
delegation, whether the following sentences which I am going to read exoress
the recommendations of the Technical Committee which dr. Knudtzonhas seconded.

The Schedule, article 8{(a), should read as £ollows:

"I'he number of baleen whales taken during the open seascn,
caught in waters south of L40® south latitude, by whale catchers
attached to factory ships under the Jurisdiction of the contracting
Governments, shall not exceed 3,500 blue whale units in 1966/1967
The total catch for 1967/1968 shall bte less than the combined
sustainable yield of the fin and sei stocks as determined on the
basis of more precise scientific evidence.”

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Will Mr.Setter please confirm
that?

Mr. C.G. SETTER (Australia): Those ~ords cover the recommendation
of the Technical Committee.

The CHATRMAW (Intervretation): The proposal of the Technical
Committee has been seconded by the Horvegian and Japancse delegations.

ir. I.¥. DENISENKO (U.S.S.R.)}{Interpretation): We should like our
proposal to be considered as an amendment to the proposal put forward by the
Tech:ical Committee.

The CHATIRMAXN (Interpretation): The Soviet delegation ishes its
proposal to be considered as an azendment to the provosal of the Tschnical
Committee. Will someone second the motion of the Soviet delcgation? It
appears that no one ~ishes to second that proposal, and ve have therefore to
vote upon the proposal put forrard by the Technical Committee and seconded
by the Norwegian and Japanese delegations.
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Dr. W.d. SPRULES (Canada): I am afraid that once again I have
become confused. If what Mr. Fujita just said is indeed the agreement
reached in the Technical. Committee with regard to changing the vording of
paragraph 8(a), I think I shall have to vote against the motion. The reason
for this is that, as the interpretation of ir. Fujita's statement came through
to me, there was an alteration made which I consider to be a very significant
one in the agreement reached at last year's annual meeting. When we look at
paragraph 8(a) as it reads now, we reached a decision last year that we should
be considering yields based on more precise scientific information for 1966/1967
and 1967/1968. If wme take Mr. Fujita's amendment to this, I read it then that
we must have more precise information, since the word was changed to "shall",
and also it then refers only to 1967/1968.

/I am not sure .....
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I an not sure if I have got that through very clearly in oy own oimd,
it cane too suddenly. But I think there is something rather significant
here, and T would like to have the opportunity to assure myself that this
is exactly what we did agree to in the Technical Cont ttee. :

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): M. Fujita, would you like to
nake clarification?

Mr. I. FUTITA (Jepan):(Interpretation): I would like to explain
concerning the guestion put forward by Dr. Sprules of Canada. I feel that
Oy proposal has been in entire agreenent with what was discussed at the
Technical Committee., After the first part of the sentence I have just
replaced the number of 4,500 with the number 3,500, and we have replaced the
words 1965/1966 with the words 1966/1967. I have npade Just two alterations
to the previous provision.

As to the seccnd paragraph in the previous Schedule, concerning
1966/1967, we have determined the level to be 3,500; +then we have onitted
the paragraph. We have just omitted this year, and we have made no
alteration to the previcus provisions. Therefore I do not think there has
been any change made in the meaning of the provisions Thank you.

. The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): D Sprules, are you satisfied
with the explanation of Mr. Fujita?

Dr. W.M. SPRULES (Canada}: Mr. Chairnan, may I try to use an

exanple of oy problen, and perhaps Mr. Fujita could help me. We are about
to nake a decision on a reduction of the blue whale unit cateh for 1967/1968,

in line with the agreement reached last year.

Let ne put it this way: since last year we have obtsained more precise
scientific evidence with regard to sustainable yields, so the agreement that
we reached last year has been well considered. My question is, if we did not
obtain any more precise scientific information before the next annual meeting,
would we, in fact, be able to agree om a sustainable yield, or is the sustainable
yield to be accepted by this Commission dependent on the obtaining of nmore
precise scientific information, which we have obtained this year, and which we
nay or nay not obtain next wear? :

My difficulty is this, that we nmade a commitment last Year which is
recorded in the Schedule, and as soon as we change very many things in that
section of the Schedule it no longer clearly outlines the original cormitnent
that we made last year. I am not sure this is significant, Mr. Cheairmen,
it is just, as I have said, I an rather confused, and I an wondering if
anyone can help meo

Dr. J.L. McHUGH (U, S.4.)t Mr. Chairmen, I hope I can help
Dr. Sprules by my cooments. I realise for the first time what is bothering
Dr. Sprules, and it seems to me that we will have more precise S
scientific evidence next yesr, after the end of next year's season, because
we will have one more year of data provided by the scientific observations nade
during the 1966/1967 season. - So that it would appear o me that there is
ample assurance that we will have a better determination of what the sustainable
yield is at that time. I do not find any cause for concern here nyself.
Thank you, Mr. Chairnan.

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Dre. McHughe
Frankly,speaking, I an also worried, as is Dr. Sprules, end I would like to
request infornaticn from the Scientific Committee, because I understand the
recomendations of the Scientific Committee are as followse
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They e considering the sustainable yield as varying from 3,020
blue whale units to 3,500 blue whale unita; that would indiczte that
the 3,500 blue whale units is not the better solution, As far as I
understcod the scientific opinion on fin whales, some opinicns were
‘in favour of prohibifing the taking of fin whales at all, Thus I
would like Dr, Chapman and Mr, Holt to clear the situation up for us,

Mr, $.J. HOLT (F.4.0.): Mr. Chajrman, I am not sure whether I
‘can clarify the situation; I will not refer to the question of a ban
on fin whaling because I think this was not a matter of precision in
estimation, but nerely a suggestion for a practical procedure which the
Commigsion did not find to be practical.

Specifically, with regard to the guestion of precision, spezking for
the F.L.0, Assessment Group, I think we would lie somewhere between
Dr, Sprules' fears and Dr. McHugh's lack of fear, If I may explain on
the basis of our assessments this year, it is a fact, I think, that the
assessuents of the fin whele stock, .. that we have given this year,are
more precise than those which we gave last year, This is because the
Joint ¥Working Group neeting in Seattle made an analysis of marking data
which confirmed essentially the previous assessments, We therefore
feel rmore sure for that reason of our fin whale assessments, Suppose,
however, that we had not had the evaluation of marking data, it would
then be true that our fin whale assessnent for this year would be updated
from last year, but would not have been more precise because, as we said
in the report presented to this Commission, the data on catch and effort
for fin wheles added no new information with which to improve the estimates,
L1l we could do was to update the estimates.

With regard to the sei whale, we have, I an sure, got a more precise
estimate of the sei whale stock this year than we presented last year;
the addition of one nore yesr of intensive whaling on the data has added
considerably to our knowledge, and we would have the verbal report from
the Japanese scientists which give results falling within our range of
estimates, So we have an estimate of the sei whale stock which is certainly
nore precise than last year., I think it is probably true, perheps almost
certainly true, that the estimate of sei whale stocks which will be
presented next year will be more precise than that which has been presented
this year, but because of the unpredictability and difficulty of inter-
pretation of the changes of whaling effort as between the fin and sei
wheles, I think we cannot say for certain that the estinates of both the
fin and the sei whale stocks or either the fin or sei whale stocks will
necessarily be nore precise next year than they have been this year, We
cannot guarantee that,

Of course, what we will do is to ensure that they are as precise and
updated. I hope that I have made that position clear, but it may be that
the Chairman of the Scientific Committee will wish to add fto that.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Does Dr. Chepmen wish to add
anything?

Dr. D,G, CHAPMAN (U.S.4.): Mr, Chairman, I think T would
agree more or less with Mr, Holt, and I think in view of what he has
said it will certeinly be true that the combined yield of the fin and sei
stocks will certainly be more precise next year, the estimate will be
more precise than it is this year. In viaw of the additional data that
will be fortheoning fron the analysis of catch data, the gnalysis of
narking data studies wade by the national groups of which we heard in
particular of the study Japan is going to undertake, there is no doubt
in my mind as far as the estimate of the combined yields of fin and sei
stocks is concerned, they will be ilore precise this time next year,
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Dr. W.M., SPRULES (Canada): I am prepared for the question:
T am satisfied with the explanations and am ready to vote on the anmendment
as proposed by Mr, Setter and seconded by the Japanese delegation,

Mr, I,F. DENISENKO (U.S.S.R.) (Interpretation): Mr, Chairman,
Gentlemen, the Soviet delegation, to its great regret, did not receive
support from other member countries, I would like to draw your attention
to the report of the Scientific Cormittee concerning the assertion that
the Coumission should consider studying quotas sufficiently below the level
of the sustainable yield. OF crurse, we camnot ignore the recommendation
of our scientists; as we can see from the scientific report on page 7,
paragraph 3, it says that the Committee recommends that the Cormission should
consider taking quotas sufficiently below the level of the sustainable '
yield so that fin whale stocks can begin to rebuild, rather than to be
simply wmaintained at the present low level, ’

As you can see, the Soviet amendment to the proposal moved by the
Technical Comnittee is quite in line with the recommendation made by the
scientists, and we see no danger in decreasing the quota which was proposed
by the Soviet delegation, and it is of less danger than those proposed by
the Technical Gommittee, The Soviet delegation would like once again to
eppeal to the nember countries to second the Soviet proposals.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): The Soviet delegation is appealing
once more with its request for a seconder to its amendment ained at a
faster rebuilding of the whale stocks, There seems to be no seconder.

Mr, H.T. KNUDTZON (Norway): Mr, Chairman, the position of
Norway with regard to the quota probleu is the following: at the Special
Session in May, 1965, Norway proposed a three-year global gquota corres-
ponding to the estimates of the scientists which were 4,000, 3,000 and
2,000 blue whale units for the seasons 1965/1966 to 1967/1968,

/At the Seventeenth Session ....
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At the Seventeenth Session Norway supported the proposal of
4,500, particularly in view of the difficulties for the industry
in one of the participating coustries., This year we would have
preferred a quota of 3,000 units. TFor the same reasons, however,
as last year, we proposed in the Technical Committee a similar
increase of 500 units to 3,500 units, corresponding to the upper
limit of the estimated maximum sustainable yield in the Antarctic.
There is reason to believe thzt the catch in the Anterctic in the
coming season will be carried out by only pelagic expeditions.,
Moreover, it is likely that the pelagic expeditions will concentrate
their activities on sei whales in 1966/1967 as they did last season.
In that case, the exploitation of the fin whale stock may be below
the maximum sustainable yield of that stock also in 1966/1967.

4t the Twelfth and subsequent Sessions the Commission has
"stressed that effective restrictions on the total catch depend on
the co-operation between the nations actively engaged in velagic
whaling in the matter of quota distribution. I should like %o
quote from the resclution, Resolution iI:

"Having regard to
{a) the importance of taking all necessary measures for
conserving the stocks of whales and in particular the
need that the total cat¢’. of whales in the Antarctic
should be limited in accordance with Article 5 of the
Convention, and in the light of the best scientific
assessment of the need for congervation,

(b) the fact that effective action for these ends depends
upon co-operation between the five Antarctic pelagic
whaling countries both as regards the sharing of the
total catch and as regards the introductiocn of an
internatiocnal system of inspection in accordance with
the amendment of Article 5 agreed to in the protocol
of November, 19th, 1956"

At the Bpecial meeting in May, 1965 and at the Seventeenth
Session in June last year, the Norwegian Commissioner emphasised
the necessity of a new quota agreement, and stated, I quote,

"The acceptance by Norway of a three-year global
quota was based on the assumption that the quota agreement
be established for the seasons 1966, 1967 and 1968."

I refer in this comnection to document IWC, SM, 11. I can only
repeat this declaration at this session,

Unfortunately, negotiations in Tokyo and in London have not so
far led to a new quote agreement, neither for the coming nor for
future seasons. If the talks presently going on should fail to
produce the desired result, the Norwegian Government intend to take
such steps as authorisied to it under the provisions of the
Convention, Having read this, Mr. Chairman, we are also prepared
to vote. Thank you, Mr. Chairman,

The CHAIRMAN {Interpretation): Thank you, Mr.Knudtzon.
Although T do not fully understand what comnection there is between
the distribution of natinal quotas and the establishment of the
total quota.

Can we vote on fhe Technical Committee's motion?
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Mr. I.F. DENISENKO (USSR)(Interpretation): Mr.Chairmen,
Gentlemen, the Soviet delegation expresses its regret that their
proposal fo amend thet motion moved by the Technicsl Committee has
not been seconded and the situation now appears very complicated.
The Soviet delegation will, therefore, vote in favour of the first
proposal.

Our understanding is that if this proposal is rejected no quota
will be set and the quota of 4500 units will remain. This will be
mich worse for everybody. We are, therefore, compelled to vote in
favour of the proposal moved by the Technical Committee.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): If there are no further
comments I will put the Technical Committee's motion, which has been
seconded by the Japancse and Norwegian delegations, to the vote.

I will ask Dr.Mackintosh to read the wording and to put the motion
to the vote,

The ACTING SECRETARY: The proposed alteration {o paragraph
8 (a) will make it read as follows:-

"The number of baleen whales taken during the open
season caught in waters south of 40° south latitude by
whale catchers attached to factory ships under the
Jurisdiction of the Contracting Governments shall not
exceed 3,500 blue whale units in 1966/1967. The total
catch for 1967/1968 shall be less than the combined
sustainable yields of the fin and sei whale stocks as
determined on the basis of more precise scientific

evidence,"
Argentinag Not present
Lustralia Yes
Brazil Not present
Canada : Yes
Denmark Yes
France Yes
Iceland : Yes
Japan Yes
Mexico Not present
Netherlands Not present
New Zealand Yes
Norway Yes
Panama Not present
South Africa Yes
USSR Yes
Usa Yes

UK Yes

The motion is carried manimously.
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The CHATRMAN (Interpretation) The proposal of the Techaical
Committee has been adopted unanimously, and the total catch limit is therefore
fixed at the level of 3500 blue whale units.

We will proceed now to other amendments. Sub item (£) is the "Provision
for restriction of the catch of s:erm whalea™. The Technical Committee's
.decision on this subject appears under item 11. I should like to ask
Mr. Setter to comment on that proposal.

Mr. C.G. SEITER (Australia): The Technical Committee considered the
question of sperm whale stocks and examined the recommendations of the :
Scientific Committee. There is no proposal to recommend any changes to the
Schedule in respect of sperm whales, but there are certain proposals for
continuing the work of examining the stocks of sperm whales, and these proposals
are set out in the report. I think that they need to be submitted to this
Meeting for endorsement.

There has been general agreement on the continuation of the assessment work,
and it is proposed that the assessment work should also cover sperm whale stocks.
The Scientific Committee expressed the need for additional marking of sperm
whales, and this was endorsed by the Technical Committee.

The Scientific Committee also.considered that studies to ensure standar-
disation of age readings for sperm whales should be initiated or continued vhere
those studies are taking place, and arrangements were made in the Scientifie
Committee to co-ordinate this work. This is supported by the Technical
Committee.

On the question of the taking of entire schools of sperm wha'es under
special permit for scientific studies, it was recommended that the proposal of
the Seientific Committee that this should be encouraged should be supported by
the Technical Committee. . .

The proposal by the Scientific Committee, that the biological data for
sperm whales ~hich was being collected on the forms SP/1 to SP/6 should be
submitted as soon as possible to the F.A.0. Assessment Group, and that in future
such data should be submitted annuaily, and that such data should be available
for exchange between national groups on request, was also supported by the
Technical Committee,

I would recommend to this session that these proposals be endorsed.

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Can ve have a seconder for
Mr. Setter's proposal?

(The proposal was seconded by Dr. W.M. Sprules
of Canada.)

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Is there any necessity to take a
vote on these proposals? day I take it that we are all agreed that no vote
is necessary? These proposals are not enforcing any amendments to the
Schedule. (Agreed)

This proposal has been seconded by Dr. Sprules. Is there any objection?
Since there is no objection, that proposal has been adopted unanimeusly.

We will proceed to sub item {g) of item 17 -- "Provision for restriction
of the catch of whales in the North Pacific", and. "Provision for restriction
of the catching season in the NMorth Pacific". The recommendation of the

Technical Committee is under item 10. Mr. Setter?



49 - TWC/18/18

Mr. C.G. SETTER (Australia): We have already covercd the position
regarding the blue and humpback whales in the North Pacific. There was no
proposal for a restriction on the taking of other species of whales and,
therefore, there is no proposal to put forward at this time.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): So that under the sub item, "Provision
for reatriction of the catch of whales in the Worth Pacific", this rill mean
that it concerns the humpbacks? My understanding is, Mr. Setter, that you are
not proposing any amendment in your recommendations, but are just revorting the
result of the meeting under the chairmanshin of Dr. iMcHugh.

Mr. C.2. SETTER (Australia): I think I am a bit lost and I shall have
to sort this out. I vas under the impression that ve had already dealt -ith the
question of blue whales and humpback whales in the North Pacific, and I do not
know of any additional proposals.

Dr. J.T. McHUSH (U.S8.A.): I think that Mr. Setter is right. The
Schedule as it stands takes care of the blue whale prohibition in the North
Pacific, We have voted to amend the Schedule as it concerns humpback whales
in 1967, and we have no further recommendations for quotas or other restrictions
on whalinz in the North Pacific at this time.

. The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): It seeas that under paragraph 6(4) --
"Humpback whaling in North Pacific after 1966 season" -- we have already adopted
the recommendation.

Dr. J.L. McHUGH (U.S.4.): That is correct. I thought I had made it
clear, but perhaps I did not. I do not believe any further action is necessary
aa a result of the recommendations that came from the meetinzs of the North
Pacific Commissioners. '

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Mr. Setter, is there any concrete
proposal concerning that sub item?

/¥r C.G. SETTER (Australia}: #r. Chairman ...
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) Mre C.G. SETTER (Australia): Mr, Chairman, I think it might
clarify the situation if I just outlined what action has been taken. Under
Schedule Paragraph 4(b) it is forbidden to kill or attenpt to X1l blue whales
in the North Pacific ocean and its dependent waters north of the equator
for five years, beginning with the 1966 seascn.

‘ The Technical Coumittee endorsed the recommendation of the North
Paclfic Group that this shculd be nmainteined and, therefore, it is not
proposed that there should be any amendment to that iterm.

The Technical Committee also endorsed the recommendation of the North
Pacific Group that the prohibition on the killing of hunpback whales in the
North Pacific should be ccntinued during the 1967 season, and we did vote
on the anendment to paragraph 6(4), which provides for the prohibition
against killing or atfeupting to kill humpback whales in the North Pacific
ocean and its dependent waters, which now reads, north of the equator,
during the 1967 season. So those two items have been covered.

There were no other proposals for restricting the catech, nor for
restricting seasons in the North Pacifie, so there is no other action necessary,
as far as amending the schedule is concerned.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHATRMIN (Interpretation): Thank you, Mr. Setter.
Who is supporting the proposal of the Technical Coruzittee, Gentlemen.

(The Mction was seconded by Dr. McHugh, U.S... and
Dr. Sprules of Canada)

: The CH.IRMIN (Interpretation): Does anyone object to the
proposal put forward by the Technicel Committee? As there are no
objections the proposal is adopted.

Gentlenen, the Last sub-iten is the provision for restriction of the
catch of whales from land stations, sub-iten (h). VWhat are the recommendations
of the Technical Coumittee on that subject?

Mre CeG. SETTER (Lustralia): I think there are three separate
proposals or three separate nodes of action that this session will have to take
in respect to the catches at land stations. :

The Technical Comoittee considered this and has offered a proposal
which recomnends that the Chairman = I think I nmentioned this before -
should write to the Governments of Peru and Chile, either directly or through
the United Nations or its appropriate specialised agency, seeking the
co=operation of those countries in the protection of the stocks of whales which
are being exploited off those coasts. The proposal is that special attention
shoudd be drawn to the protection needed for blue znd humnpback whalese This
was the proposal, T think, that was agreed,earlier in the Session.

The other proposal was that the Governments responsible for operating
the land stations in the scuthern hemisphere,and who offer a voluntary
limitaticn of the catches, should be supportede

The other question was in relation to the protection of blue whales in the
whole of the scuthern henisphere . During the discussion on the whale stocks
the South Afrdican Comriissioner indieated his willingness to a proposal that the
taking of blue whales should be prohibited in the whole of the southern
heri sphere. At the present tiiie blue whales are protected south of 40° south
and humpback whales are protected in the whole of the scuthern hemispheres
The proposal was that the protection of blue whales should be extended to the
whole of the southern hemisphere. There has been no specific anendnent to the
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Schedule of the Convention proposed for this meeting in accordance with

the Rules of Procedure. However, the Technical Committee considered this
point and thought thot as it was unlikely there would be any cbjections to
this proposel that the Comnission might wish to take a decision on the natter
at its present Session, which would nean waiving the Rules of Procedure in
this case. Bubt the Techmicel Committee thought this natter should go to

the Plenary Session for consideratione  Thanik you, dr. Chairmane

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation):  Thank you, Mr. Setter.
Actually there are no amendments tc the Schedule to be put for voting.

. Mr. C.G. SETTER (Australia): If the Commission deeided to teake
action at this meeting it would mean an anendnent to the Schedule, but as
I pointed out there has been no notice given of such an anendment. My own
personal view is that it would be ecnpetent for the Commission to nake a
decision 1like this at this particuler neeting, but thaet is only a personal
opinione

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation):  Gentlenen, oy understanding
is that the proposed iunplementation of the ban for the taking of blue
whales in the waters of the whole of the southern hemisphere cannot be taken
as an anendnent to the Schedule, but, of course, the Commission can take a
decision which would be enforsed. So I weuld like to ask for your support
for the proposal put forward by the Technical Courittee on the prohibition
of taking of blue whales in the waters between the equator and the 40°
south latitude.

/Who supports this proposal? .....eees.
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Who supports this proposal?

(The Proposal was .seconded by Mr. B.V.D, De Jager of South /frica)

The CH..IRMAN (Interpretation): Gentlenen, I would like this
Proposal to be voted on, If there are no objsctions to that, Dr.
Mackintosh would you take the vote?

: The 4iCTING SECRETARY: ¥e are now voting on the proposal that
there should be a ban on the catching of blue whales between the Equator
end 40° South latitude, This is not an amendnent to the Schedule, but
it is for the Commissioners to agree that it shall be adopted,

Australia ’ Yes
Canada Yes
Dennark Yes
France Yes
Iceland Yes
Japan . Lbstain
New Zealand Yes
Norway Yes
South Africa Yes
U.5.8.R. Yes
U.8. 4. Yes
UK. Yes

The proposal is adopted, strictly spesking nem con, that is with
none a2gainst and one abstention,

The CHIIRMAN (Interpretation): The proposal is carried with one
abstention. Seversl delegations have asked me to finish our work today a
little early; before mecting their dewand, I would like to ask Dr.
Chapitan whether one hour is enough for hin to finish the work of the
Scientific Committee which is neeting at 9.00 tomorrow morning, or
whether he would like the time of the meeting of the Plenary to be
changed, :

Dr. D.G., CHAPMAN (U.S.L.): One hour will be more than adequate,
Mr, Chairman, T see no reason why the Plenary should not begin as scheduled
at 10 o'clock.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): So tomorrow the Plenary Session
will be at 10 o'clock, Thank you. Gentlemen, I bid you good night,

(The Meeting adjourned at 5.35 p,u.)
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INTERNATTIONAL WHALING COMMESSI ON

EIGHTEENTH HEETING

Segsion of Friday, lst July, 1966

In the Chajr:  Mr. M. N. Sukhoruchenko (Uy S, SeR. )

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Gcod morning, Gentlemen;
nay I call for your attention.

May I draw your attention to item 7 of the agenda, Report of the
Scientific Coomittee. Dr. Chapman has already reported to the Commission
about the results of the work of the Scientific Conmittee; shall we ask
Dre Chepman to teke the flcor again, or shall we limit our discussions to
the information already given to us? :

Dre JeL. McHGGH (U.S.%.): Unfortunately, Dr. Chapmen had to
leave as he had an early aeroplane reservation, and I suppose either
Mr. Holt or Mr. Gulland will be speaking for him. I do not know, I thought
he had made arrangements before he lefts

The CHAIRMLN (Interpretation):  Thank you, Dr. McHughe

Gentlemen, shall we then listen once more to the report of the
Scientific Corryittee, or shall we linit ourselves to the information given in
the first plenary session? What is your opinicn, Gentlemen?

Mr. C.G. SETTER (Austreliz):  Mr. Chairman, I think the report
of the Scientific Cormmittee should be taken as reads I do not know if you
need a Motion to endorse the report.

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Maybe Mr. Gulland would like to
add scmething?

Mre Johe CULLGND (United Kingdom): T have very little to add,
Mr. Chairman. First I should pass on the apologies of Dr. Chapman that he
was unsble to stay for this meeting. We did have this porning a short
meeting to conclude our work, which was nainly concerned with, as it were,
domestic matters, with the collection and reporting of statistics for the
spern whale data, which is an essential step towards our better understanding
of the state of the stocks of this species, and we also re-elected Dr. Chapnan
as Chairmen of the Scientific Committees Thank you, Mr. Chairmen.

. The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Mr. Gullands
Would any of the Commissioners like to make any comnents on the report?

Dr. J.L. McHUGH (U.Sef.): Mr. Chairman, if it requires a formal
Motion, I would be glad to second Mr. Setter's Motion that the report be
adopted or that the report be accepteds

The CHLIRMAN (Interpretation): Dr. McHugh has seconded the Motion
of Mr. Setter about the adoption of the report of the Scientific Committee.
Does anybody object to that proposal? Having no objection the Mction 1s
carrieds

So we have adopted and sccepted the report of the Scientific Committee at
our plenary session, and on behalf of all the Conmissioners present and myself
T would like to express our gratitude to the Scientific Conmittee for the large
seope of werk carried out, which was very useful, and I would like %o wish
then further success in their works
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As far as Dr. Chapman is concerned, I would like to give hinm our
best wishes in connection with his re-election as Chairman of the
Scientific Committee,

Now I would like to draw your attention again to Iten 14 of the agenda,
the Report of the Technical Comnittee. Would Mr. Setter like to add sonething
under that item? _

Mr, C.G. SEITER (Australia): Mr, Chairman, I think thet all the
items considered by the Technical Committee have been brought back to this
Plenary Session and considered, and there is only the need for us fornmally
to adopt the Report, so I move that the Report of the Technical Comnmittee
be adopted.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Gentlemen, what kind of proposal
or resolution would you suggest for the Report of the Techniecal Coumittec?

Dr. J.L. McHUGH (U.S.A.): Mr. Chairman, I second the motion made
by Mr. Setter that the Report of the Technical Committee be adopted,

(The proposal was seconded by the U.S.L4A. and Soviet delegations)

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Are there any objections to %he
broposal? If not, then the motion for the acceptance and adoption of the
Report of the Technical Committee is carried. (Agreed) On behalf of all
the Co.missioners and myself I would like %o express our gratitude for
the work carried out by the Teclnical Commnittee and by its Chairman,

Mr, Setter, beceanse the findings and results of the discussions carrisd
out in the Technical Committee neetings have made our work here in the
Plenary Sessions much easier, and I am very grateful to Mr. Setter.

Now nay we proceed with ITtenm 15 of the agenda, the Report of the
Finance and Administration Committee, If Mr, De Jager does not object,
I would like to give him the floor for his comments,

Mr. B.V.D. De JAGER (South Africa): Thank you, Mr, Chairman,
The Finance and Administration Committee net on three occasions and their
Report was circulated as document IVGC/18/14, and addendum Iwc/18/2,

The Cormittee reviewed the statement of the income and expenditure
for the financial year ended. 31st May, 1966, and recommended the acceptance
of the statement, The Coumittee also suggest to the Chairman of the
Commission to request Panama under an item on the first page to pay their
accumulated arrears, The estimetes for 1966/1967 were drafted and it is
clear that the Commission is being operated on minimal funds, leaving little
or no scope for eventualities, The Cormittee noted the letter of the
National Institute of Oceanography in relation to whale marking, and agreed
to recommend the continuation of the contribution of £500, It was stressed
thet whale narking data played a vital role in the stock assessment work.

The Committee also reviewed the level of contributions fron contracting
governuents and the consideration of an inerease, The Cormittee therefore
recosmended the Commission to seek ways of increasing the inconme in order
to put their finsnces on a sounder basis, and to ensure that the work is
adequately provided for in the future., This could be done by a flat rate
inerease in coniributions, The Committee understand, however, that some
countries without whaling interests at the Present time would wish to
reserve their position if a general increase is Proposed, The Comnission
might therefore like to consider the alternative of a pro rata increase in
the contribution based on the level of their whaling interests, in order
to cover the cost of assessments, This would entail restoration of the
Extraordinary Budget in the accounts,
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The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Mr, De Jager, Aire
there any questions for Mr, De Jager?

Dr, W.M, SFRULES (Cenada): Under the review of the level of
contributions from contracting governments, Mr, Chairman, could I ask what
amount of money the Committee considers is required to bring their financial
status to a reasonable working level? How many dollsrs are we trying to
£ind?

Mr, B.V.D, De JAGER (South ifrica): Mr, Chairman, I would like
to refer that to the Acting Secretary, Dr., Mackintosh, :

The ACTING SECRET/RY: Mr. Chairmen, I an not sure that T am
fully coupetent to answer this myself, I nay have to pass the question on
to Mr, Goldthorpe on my left. However, I think the position is approxinately
this: if we had either an increase of £50 again from each contracting
government, or shall I say an average increase of £50 per govermment, we
should be covered in our coming expenses provided we also have the oubstanding
contributions which are referred %o on the first page of the Report, but
perhaps I ought to consult Mr. Goldthorpe to see whether I am giving you
correct informstion,

/Mr, W.C, TAME (United Kingdom): Mr, Cheirmen ,,,
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¥Mr. W.C. TAME (United Kingdom): Mr, Chairman, while the secretarist
are pondering this matter, I woader if T could Just reinforce the question
that hea been asked. Circulated with the report of the Finance Committee there
is a statement, adendum IWC/iB/Q with a table attached to it showing the
_estimate of income and expenditure for the year ending 3lst May, 1967. If you
look at the expenditure budgeted for, on the left hand side, you will see that,
leaving out the estimated balance, the total is around £8,000. If you look at
the incomes side, you see that the income from the sixteen contracting govern-
ments at the present rate of subscription is £5,600, This means, Mr, Chairman,
that at the present time income is falling short of expenditure by about £2,400,

It seems to me that an increase in subscription of £50 would only increase
the income by about £800, leaving a deficit of £1,600. Vhile it is true that
this-could be met in the coming year by dipping into the balance, it is quite
clear that the Commission will very soon become bankrupt at that rate, Unless
we can see some prospect of decreasing expenditure in the following year, it
seems to me that we may have to contemplate an increase in subscription of more
than £50 or, alternatively, a reduction in expenditure.

There is no reason why we should inérease the subscription all at one time,
it could be done in two stages if necessary, but I do -think the Commission
needs to look very seriously at this statement of expenditure and income, and
look perhaps more than just one year shead at this moment. Thank you, Mr.
Chairman.

¥Mr. C.G., SETTER (Australia): Mr. Chairman, there are two points
I should like to meke in support of the statement mde by Mr. Tame.

First of all, I think there might be some misconception about the
collecting of the outstanding contributions from Panama, If those contributions
are paid, it will not make any difference to the financial position of the
Commission because it will only mean that we will be able to pay our benevolent
bankers, because that money has already been accounted for in the balance sheets.
I would certainly stress, however, that very careful attention be given to the
guestion of meetlng the costs of the year's operations,Vhen the estimate
balance sheet is examined you will see that we are just using up all our reserves
to meet the stock assessment work, and I recommend for seriocus consideration
the proposal that the stock assessment work be financed by a speocial arrangement,
and T think this is something to which we should glve very careful consideration.,

Thank you, Mr. Chairmen.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you. Until the secretariat have
the problem quite clear, perhaps somebody else would like to take the floor.
) Mr. I, FUJITA (Japan)(Interpretation): Mr. Chairman, I should like
to support the suggestion made by Mr. Setter, the leader of the Australian
delegation, to the effect that the item of stock assessment work should be
excluded from this ordinary budget and should be shared by the acting countries
concerned as an extracordinary budget. I think this suggestion will contribute
to the solution of this question,



- 57 - IWC/18/18

From a purely legal point of view, in this International ¥haling
Commission each participating country has one vote. Therefore, if each
country is to exercise an equal part in the yotinge, it is reasonable that
the costs shou'd be shared equally by each country. Therefore, if the cost
is shared unegually, frankly the question might arise that the voting should
be weighted. ‘ .

Although the legal interpretation is as T have stated it, in order to solve
this question more easily I should like to support the suggestion made by
Mr. Setter.

Dr. J.L. McHUGH (U.S.A.): The United States is a member of several
international fishery commissions and, if I remember correctly, it is not
unusual that financial contributions be pro-rated in some -ay according to the
level of interest that the country has in the fishery concerned. I am thinking
particularly of the Inter-iAmericas Tropical Tuna Commission, vhere the United
States pays a very large proportion of the total contribution, but has oaly one
vote and usually gets out-voted because everybody else gangs up on us. So that
T do not think that it is necessarily true that the amount of the contribution
should determine the weight of the vote.

I might say that the United States is present at this Meeting with
authorization to agree to a small increase in the contribution if it is
considered necessary, but it appears to us that a proposal that would include
something in the nature of a basic contribution, a contribution of the same
amount that would be made by each country, and then an additional contribution
which would bear some relationship to the interest of that country in the
resource, would be a very logical way of handling this problem.

It seems to me that we should have some specific proposal, perhaps from the
Secretariat, or if that is not possible at this HMeeting perhaps it might be a
good idea for the Chairman to appoint the Finance and Administration Committee
for next year's Meeting at this time, so that that Committee might select a
chairman and might then begin its work immediately, perhaps by correspondence,
so that a complete and thorough review and a specific recommendation can be made

at the latest at our annual meeting next year. It is obvious that the
Commission cannot continue to operate at a loss; sooner or later re must come
to grips with this financial problem. Tt ‘does not seem to me that it is a very

responsible action to have to deal with this question every year and to agree to
small increases year by yéar which really do not take full account of the
financial situation in which we find ourselves.

My proposal, tnerefore, is rea’ly a double one. First, we should attempt
to develop a specific recommendation, through the advice of the Secretariat
today, if ve can. Failing that, I would suggest that you consider the
advisability of anpointing the Finaace and Admiaistration Committee now, so
that it may begin its vork for next year. :

The CHAIRULN (Interpretation): Thank you, Dr. Mcilugh.
Dr. Mackintosh has a word to say.

The ACTING SECRETARY: I am sorry that we were not able to give a very
clear answer to this question about how much more would be needed, but I can
perhaps explain it in this way. It was a little complicated.

If you look at the revised estimates of income and expenditure for the
coming year, that is TWC/18/2B( Revised), on the left you see expenditure
totalling £8,152, and on the right there is the income. Contributions at
their present level are £350, and the balance is £2,552. That means that,
without extra contributions; and assuming that all the outstanding contributions
are received, we would Just cover ourselves, but we should use up all our last
balances and be in a very unsatisfactory position.
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Taking a realistic view, we cannot assume that all these outstanding
contributions will come in, especially the large amount outstanding from
Panama. Again, if we have all the outstanding contributions, including
the Panamanian sum, and the contributions are put up by £50 all round, then
we shall Jjust be covered and put into a resalistic financial position with a
small balance in hand. If we write off the £1,488 outstanding from Panama,
then we need a £150 increase on ecach contribution to put us on a realistie

basis.

I hope that that explains the essential points and the essential
requirements.

/The CHAIRMAN (Internretation): Thank you ..
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The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Thenk you, Dr. Mackintosh.

Poes anybcdy else wish to take the floor, Gentlemené I understand
there is nobody who wishes to speaks

.Then I would like to propose that we take a resclution on that probler.
The first propcsal put forward by the Finance and Ldoinistration Committee
is for us to approve the Provisional Bzlance Sheet for the financial year
ended 31st May, 1966, That would be your opinion on that proposal?

Have I put it clearly, that it is proposed to accept and adopt the report

of the previcus financial year? ‘

Dr., W.M. SPRULES (Canada): I so nove, Mr. Chairnane

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): There is a Mction from Dr. Sprules
to approve that report, and the Scviet Delegation is secanding the Motion
of Dr. Sprules. Does anybcdy obJect? (Aggeed) Tie have accepted and
approved the report for the last financial year.

We are now proceeding tc the Balance Sheet for the fortheoring year,
that is document IWC/18/2Be Mr. Setter proposes that we exclude from
the expenditure the iten for stock assessnent work, end the Japanese
Delegation seconded that Motion. Was oy understanding right, Mr. Setter
and Mr. Fujita?

Mr. C.G. SETTER (Lustralia): Yes.
¥r. I. FUJITL (Japan):  Yes.

The CHALRMAN (Interpretation): Is the proposal noved clear?
Lre there any amendnents to that proposal? There are no anendnents. I8
anybody obJjecting to the lotion of ¥r. Setter abcut excluding the stock
assessient work item from the column of expenditure in the revised estinate
of inccme and expenditure for the year ending 3lst May 19677 1 see that
nobody objects te that proposal, so for the fortheoning year we will have
two budgets, our ordinary budget and an extraordinary budgets

T consider this proposal as adopted, as there were no objecticns
to the Hotion, and it was also seocndeds Thank you, Gentlemens

Then we have a proposal by Dr. iicHughe Dr. McHugh, will y:ou kindly .
repeat your proposal?

Dr. J.L. McHUGH (U.S 4.):  If you will give ue Just a second
to remember what I said, Mr. Chalrmans

T think ny proposal was this, Mr, Chairman, that first of all 1l suggested
that perhaps the Seoretariat could tell us specifically how much noney waes
needed in order to bring us into balance with our costs, and I think Mre
Mackintosh did thise

The second part of my proposal was that if we could nct completely
resolve this problen at this neeting, then perhaps you might wish to appoint
the Finance and Adixinistration Conmittee for next yeer at this time, so that
they would have a 1ittle nore time in advance to give this natter soz:e decp
thought and prepare additicnal recouendations for action by the Commission
next years So that I think this is not really in the forn of a Motion,
but rather in the form of a suggestion, Mr. Chalrman.

The CHATRMiN {Interpretation):  Thank you, Dr. lMcHugh.
As T understcod Dr. Mzclkdntosh, he explained that it would be

necessary to increase the contribution by £50 for each country in the case
of Panana paying her accunulated arrears, and in the case of Panama not
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paying, then the increase would be an amoumt of £150 for each countrye.
Was oy understanding right, Dr. Mackintosh?

The ACTING SECRETLRY: I think that :i:s correct, Mr. Chairnan.

: The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): And what proposal is to be moved
for Motion, £50 or £1507

The ACTING SECRET-RY: May I explain a little more; I think I
have been dividing ny attention a little bit between what is being said and
clearing the situation with the Accounts. But I think that if the £2,250
on the expenditure side for stock assessment work is removed for separate
consideration, then we should have enough withcut increasing contributions,
but only if we still keep on the credit side the £88kL balance from the
extraordinary budget. Now if we were to restore the extraordinary budget
for stock assesment work, etcetera, theén that £884 should be on the credit
side of the extraordinary budget. In that case, tc cover ordinary
expenditure, we should need the extra £50.

I do not know whether I have nade myself clear, but our expected income
would cover the ordinary expenditure, but not the stock assessment worke

/Dr. L.G, LAFITSKIT (U.5.8.R,) (Interpretation):
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Dr. L.G, LAFITSKIT (U.S.S5.R.) (Interpretation): The Soviet
Delegation concludes that the expenditure on stock assessment work was
- excluded fror the proposal moved by the Australian delegation and seconded
by the Japanese delegation, In such a case, the Soviet delegation reserves
its position,

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): It is not the right time to
reserve it, but we will note it.

Mr. I. PUJITA (Jepen) (Interpretaztion): Mr, Chajrman, I would
“ like to clarify what we are now discussing. I understand that Mr.
Setter's proposal to exclude the item of stock assessment work from the
Ordinary Budget, thus making it come under the Extreordinary Budget, has
been approved, Therefore, what we are going to discuss from now on is
firstly the question of the Extraordinery Budget and then the Ordinary
Budget.

Therefore, we should consider the matter of the guestion of sharing
the cost of the Ordinary Budget which is en amount of £2,250 less than the
amount which is stated here., This new estimeted expenditure is to be borne
by the amount of the contribution by each country at the previous level;
and s0 I do not think it necessary %o discuss this question of the
sharing of the Ordinary Budget. Then the question we have to decide is how
to divide the Extraordinary Budget which amounts to £2,250 among the active
whaling nations concerned. If those two questions are discussed, I do not
think it will be necessary to revert to the argument as to whether we should
increase our contribution either by £50 or by £150.

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Gentlemen, I an always in a
difficult position when I anm asked as Chairmen to advise you. I would
like to propose the following: we will take a short break in order
that the Finance and Administration Comaittee may prepare two estimates
for us, one for the Ordinary Budget and one for the Extraordinary
Budget, We should consider those; then besides that, as far as I lnow
we have no single opiniorn on the division of the estinmates and I would
have to put this to the vote; this is how it stends, and we will now
have an intermission in order to enable Dr, De Jager and his Comiittee,
together with the Secretariat, to prepare two estimates for us for the
Ordinary Budget and the Extraordinery Budget.

Dr. ¥.M., SPRULES (Canada): Mr., Chairman, I agree with you
entirely, but there seems to be one new aspect which has arisen as a
result of the decisions taken, and that relates to the request that the
assessment group carry on work related to spera whale stocks of all the
oceans, Therefore, I am sure that you are asking the Finance Committee,
in considering the Extraordinary Budget, to give consideration to a
formula which relates not only to Antarctic pelagic whaling ccuntries,
which was the old term of reference for the Extraordinary Budget, but
also %o those countries who will benefit fron stock assessments related
+0 spern whales,

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Dr, Sprules, I would
like Mr. De Jager to note that proposal,

(The Meeting adjourned at 11.00 a,n.)
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(The Meeting reconvened at 11.55 a.m.)

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Gentlemen, I should like to call you
to order,

The Finance and Administration Committee has finished its work, but their
estimate is being typed, so I think we will return to discussing that problem
later on when the estimates have been typed and distributed.

We can now proceed to discussing item 16 on the agenda. Are there any
objections to this broposal? There being no objections, I will draw your
attention to item 16, Seventeenth Annual Report. I should like to remind you
that the draft of the Seventeenth fnnual Report prepared by the Secretary,

Mr. Wimpenny, was circulated to you as paper INC/18/6. I should like to ask

. Commissioners to give their comments or proposals concerning that report. If
you wish, it is possible to nake your comments paragraph by paragraph, and after
that the report is to be approved formally. Does anybody wish to comment on the
report? Am I to understand that there are no comments on that report? If

there are no comments, what are your proposals, Gentlemen?

Dr. L.G. LAFITSKIT (U.S.S.R.)(Interpretation): The Soviet Delegation
proposes the adoption of this report without any amendments.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): The Soviet Delegation has moved the
acceptance and approval of the Seventeenth Annusl Beport without any amendments.
Who will second the motion? (The motion was seconded by the United Kingdom and
MAustralia) Are there any otjections o the acceptance and approval of the report?
&8s there are no objectiong I consider that the report is accepted and approved by
all sectiuns.

I should like to proceed now to the consideration of item 18 of our agenda,
Reports from Other Organisations, It is proposed that we consider the report
of the Permenent Commission for the South Pacific. The relevent paper to the
report has been circulated as document Ic/18/8.

/A meeting of the Permanent Commission see
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4 meeting of the Permenent Commission was held in Lima in January, 1966,
and it was attended by a representative of the Lrgentine Government on behalf
of the International Whaling Commnission. I should like to express our
gratitude to the Argentine Commissioner, Mr. darco, and we should like to
hear his comments on that report.

Mr. 4. von der BECKE (Airgentina): The Commissioner, ilr. Marco, is
not present for the time being, but if the Chairman wishes, Mr. darco could
come this afternoon and give his comments on this matter.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): What are the wishes of the
Commissioners on this? Will it he necessary to have additional discussion?
Or, since the report has been circulated previously, can we limit our
discussion to comments on something vhich =e already have? May 1 take it
that you agree to discuss this question no- - ithout any additional information?
Mr. Fujita supports that proposal, is there any objection to it?  (igreed)

I ghould 1like, then, to hear your comments or remarks concerning that report.

Mr. C.G. SEITER (Lustralia): There are just one or t-o comments I
should like to make in regard to this rewort from the Permanent Commission for
the South Pacifiec. It has already been agreed that the Chairman should rrite
to the Governments of Peru and Chile regarding the further nprotection of rhales
in the southern areas. I think that, in =riting to those countries, reference
should be made to the resort of this Meeting, and some expression of anpreciation
made regarding the offer of the exchange of scientific information. Also, it
might be azpropriate to obtain full details of the measures that are adopted by
those countries regarding the protection of +hales under the Commission itself.

These are just one or two ideas I have that might be followed up vhen
writing to Chile and Peru.

Dr. W.#f. SPRULLS (Canada): I should like just to refer to the
decision we made ycsterday vhen considering agenda item 10, under land stations.
This decision vas that the Chairman of this Commission should get in touch with
the Governments of Peru and Chile in order to express our opinions vith regard %o
possible assistance in regulating whaling in their area. It would seem to me
that perhaps the proper avenue of approech would be to have the Chairman of this
Commission contact the secretary of the Permanent Commission for the South
Pacific, rather than contacting directly the Governments of Peru and Chile,

This would ssem to me, personally, to be the proper approach. I would simply
suggest that, if it is the consensus of opinion of this Meeting, the verbatim
record should be amended accordingly, changing the reference to the Governments
of Peru and Chile to a reference to the general secretary of the Permanent
Commission for the South Pacific.

The CHAIRMAY (Interpretation): I am sorry, Dr. Sprules, you mentioned
item 10 of the agenda, but I think it is item 11.

Dr. W.M. SPRULES (Canada): Specifically, Mr. Chairman, in the
verbatim record of yesterday's Meeting I am referring to pages 27 and 50.
There is a reference there to item 12 on the agenda, but I have not checked
this. I believe it should be agenda item 11. There has been some error in
the verbatim record.

Mr W C. TAME (United Kingdom): I should like to support vhat
Dr. Sprutes has just said about the desirability of the Chairman of the
Commission estab'ishing concact -ith the Permanent Comaission for the South
Pacifiec. It seems to me that an asproach from this Commission to the
corresnonding body is more likey to get a favourable reception than one to
the individual countries.

The only slight correction I should like to make to Dr BSorules' statement
is that, as I understood the resolution that +e passed yesterday, it did in
fact leave this to the discretion of the Chairman of the Commission as to the
method he should use in passing on the views of this Comnission to these other
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countries. The verbatim record, quoting Mr. Setter on page 27, said,

"the views of the Technical Committee. .. and the Committee has recommended
that the Chairman of the Commission should get in touch with the Govermmentcs
of Peru and Chile directly, or through the special organisation of the United

Nations,". .

I had thought myself that this vas not quite a complete quotation of the
recommendation of the Technical Committee, because that recommendation did have
in, after these vords, "or by such other means as are appropriate”. I thought
it was that recommendation which we had, in fact, supported, and that therefore
this left sufficient discretion to the Chairmen of the Commission to use the
most appropriate form of approach.

‘ ‘The CHATRMAN ( Interpretation): I think that this is an important
comaent and a correct one. Dr. Sprules, do you agree with Mr. Tame?

Dr, W.M. SPRULES (Canada): Yes, I do.

/The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): The proposal .
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The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): The proposal was put forward
by Dr. Sprules that the Chairman of cur Committee should establish ¢:ntact
with the General Secretary of the Permanent Cormission for the Scuth Pacifie
concerning the certain recommendations on whaling, and that propesal of
. Dr. Sprules was supported by Mr. Tame. Was my understanding right,

Dr. Sprules and Mr. Teme? (Agreed)

Do any of the Co.rmissicners obJject to that proposal? fs there are
none against, the propesal of Dre Sprules is carrieds Thank ycu, Gentlenen.

Dr. W.H. SPRULES (Canada): Mr. Cheirmen, whet Hr. Ta.e was
suggesting wes, I think, that the verbatin record be anended to include the
words that were contained in the repcrt of the Technical Cormittee, and this
does give the Chairman the authcrity fron this Comuission to ccntact through
governaents ,through agencies of United Nations, or in any other way. I think
Mr. Tame was proposing that we bring those words back in, with the understanding
that this Comrvission would suggest that you might, as another way, contact the
General Secretary of the Permanent Commission. .

The CHLIRWMAN (Interpretation):  Thank you, Dr. Spruless I
fully agree with ycur understending, and I weuld like to ask Dr. Mackintosh
to make the necessary amendments to the verbatin reporte

ACTING SECRETARY: May I say that cn page 27 the words shoculd
be amended so as to bring in what the Technical Committee said on this pointe

Dr. V.. SPRULES (Canada): And again in the discussicn which
starts on page hHCe

The CHATRMAN (Interpretaticn): Thank ycUs 8¢ we have now
finished with that prcble:, Gentlemens

Lt this point I would invite the observers from other ccountries and
organisations to make their corments or statements to the Commissicn if they

wish to do s0.

Mre 5eG. BOURNE (World Wildlife Pund): I would like to read a
statenent on behalf of the World Wildlife Fund and the International Union
for the Conservation of Nature end Natural Resourcess '

We welocme the Commission's deeisicn to reduce the pelagic quota to
3,500 blue whale units as a move in the right directicn. We regret that
the catch from the land stations has not been included. We would have
preferred the lower discussed figure of 2,800 blue whale units, which would
have included the land station catchese

We note with hope the recommendation that an approach should be nade by
this Comrission to the governments of Chile and Peru, with a view to adopting
the necessary measures on the regulation of whaling fron land stations.

We welcone the decision to ban the killing of blue whales between the
equator and 40° scuth latitude, thus giving complete protection to the blue
whele in the southern henmisphere, also the decisicn to ask Chile and Peru
to co=operate in this.

e welcome the decision that the ban cn the catehing of blue whales and
humpback whales in the North Pacific iz to continue, though we note with regret
thet the Commission fziled to agree on 2 uota Tor the fin whale catch in that

arcas

We zlso regret that the Commission has once again failed to inplement
the International Observer Schene, and note that the I.0.S. hgreenent has
terminated without being implementeds We therefore urge the Coamissicn to
put the Internationel Observer Schene, covering 2ll whaling operations, into



- 66 - 1WC/18/18

operaticn as scon as possible.

Finally, we consider thet soie pregress has been made, especially for
the threatened blue and hurmpback wheles, and that the decisions seen to be
proceeding in the right direction.

Thank yous
The CHATRMAN (Interpreteticn):  Thank you, lir. Bourne.

Major WeN. SCOTT (Fauna Preservation Society}: On behalf of the
Fauna Preservation Scciety, I would like to be associeted with the statenent
nade by Mr. Bourne.

The Fauna Preservaticn Society is deeply conscicus of the need not to
externinate csur wild aninals, both for aesthetic reasons and also for
the valuable source of fcod which they supply. 4n ever-increasing hunan
population and an ever-decreasing acreage on which tc grow fcod necessitates
thought on this matter. Human demand for aninal protein is likely to
inorease and this camnot be completely satisfied by the adopticn of a
vegetarian diet nor with a reversicn to cannibalism; apert fron being unsocial,
one's friends resent itd

Harvesting based on scientific adviece, not only with regard to the
nurtbers harvested but also with regerd to the methods used, is preferable.
With nore research it might be possible to improve techniques of killing
and increase the yield, both in meat and other products. hLppropriate
courses snd training schemes on an international level, if esteblished, night
enable higher stendards of gunnery to be worked cut, and this would be the
starting point.

I have to thank you, lir. Chairoan, for the privilege of attending this
neetinge :

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Hajor Scotte
Does anybody clse wish to take the floor?

Mre S.J. HOLT (F.2.0.): Thank you very much, lr. Chairzman
and Commissicnerss '

I zm indeed very grateful for the nany opportunities that I have been
given during these nmeetings, as in past meetings, to express the vicws of
the Fcod and Agriculture Organisation on specific pcints which you have been
discussing and to be able to co-operate with the Corpdssion, especlally in
the provision of scientific advice to the Comnissicn through its Scientific
Conmittee.

T would ask again for y.ur usual tolerance, ¥r. Chairnan, in naking &
few closing renarkse 1 an sure that my Director General end the F,. .0
Couneil, when it meets early next nonth, will learn with very great pleasure
that the Commissicn has been able to reach agreement on an fntarctic baleen
whale quota which, with luck, night even ensure that this year, in advance of
next year, the present sustainable yield will not be exceeded or not much
exceeded. It is a 1little disturbing that there is, in this respect, sone
reliance cn luck; the luck of which species will be tazken, the luck of
what the land stetions might teke, and it was in an attenpt to linit the
reliance on luck that F.f.0. put forwerd 2 propesal to cease fin wheling in
the cciiing season in the intarctice
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T appreciate the reasons which have been given for the Commission's
insbility to accept this proposal, essentizlly on the grounds that it would
not be economic to catech only sei whales next season. This may be so, and
indeed I am not questioning that, but I do have to recall that some years
ago the same reasons were given for not closing the capture of blue whales
that it would be uneconomic only to go to the Antarctic to catch sei and
fin whales.

From F.A.0.'s point of view, we believe that the essential need is to
rebuild the stocks of whales, and we must favour proposals which would hasten
this rebuilding. We understand very well the difficulties which the Com-
mission and whaling nations have in accepting at this stage possibly even
losses in the near future in order to obtain longer-term gains from
whaling, but we do also have to remember that we are in this difficult
position because of our own actions in the past, and they have been made
- worse by delaying action, for whatever reasons which seemed at the time
good ones,

It is salutary to remember, as I have been reminded this week by some
members of the Scientific Committee, that if the scientific advice had
been acted upon, if it had been possible to act upon it when it was first
given, the discussions this week would have centred ' round proposals for a
quota of perhaps 7,000 or 8,000 blue whale units, not 2,500 or 3,520,

In the coming years, the F.A,0, Conference has said that it believes
that no major scurce of food and especially of animal protein can be
neglected, and the eyes of very many nations, developed end developing
nations, are on the gea, on the oceans and what they promise. We know,
however, now that the fulfilment of that promise depends on our ability to
agree to utilise these resources rationally,

With respect to the whale stocks, after a long and sad history of
over-exploitation in the Antarctic, last year this Coumission took an
extremely important and fundamental decision at least with respect to the
baleen whales there, Last year was not, we believe, a turning point, but
we all hope and think we have the right to expect that next year will be,

It may be that then although it is late, it will not be too late to save

at the eleventh hour and eventuelly to restore a once great industry. Ve
know that there are many practical problems still to be solved, some of
them crucial, and these problems are being met also in fisheries bodies
which are concerned with the management of fish stocks. We have in mind
especially three problems: the first of these is ensuring membership of
the relevant internationsal body by all participating and interested countries,
This Cormission has met that problem this week. The second problem which is
concerning many organisations is theestablishment of a climate of assurance
in each country that all participating countries are in practice enforcing
agreed regulations,

The third problen is the definition of a2 basis on which agreeument
can be reached regarding the national shares of total sustainable yields,
agein not only is it this Commission which is faced with this extremely
difficult and fundamental problem. The F,A.0. Conference has said that it
is believed that a more frank exemination of some of the econonic aspects
of regulation might facilitate agreement on such matters.

These general questions will certainly occupy the F.A,0, Committee
on Fisheries, the activities of which T referred tc briefly yesterday.
Meanwhile, the Conference of F.A.0. has been informed, and has approved the
co-operation which has now been established, I think very firmly, between
your Commission and ny organisation, We shall do our very best successfully
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to extend this co-operation in the coming year as the Commission hes
requested us in several instances, and especizlly to assist the
Commission %o reach o successful conclusion next year by subnitting a clear

and as far as possible precise statement of the facts concerning the state
- of the stocks,. -

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Mr. Holt, Does
anybody else wish to teke the floor? If there are no other comnents,
I would like to express our gratitude to the observers fronm other
organisations represented here who have nade speeches at our Plenary
Session,

Gentlemen, you have been provided with the revised estimate which
hes just been circulated, end wy understanding is that you need some tinme
in which to become thoroughly acquainted with it., This is why I am now
declaring the Plenary Session closed until 2 p.m, in order that we may
come together at that time to discuss the revised estimate and approve

it. I hope you have a good lunch and a thorough investigetion of the
estinate,

Mr. I. FUJITA (Japan) {Interpretation): Mr,. Chairman, I wonder
whether T could propose that we should resume the Plenary Session at 2.30
instead of at 2 p.m,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Is it very important for your
delegation? (Mr, Pujita nodded assent) Then let us resume at 2,30,

(The Meeting adjiourned at 12,30 p.m:.)
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(The Meeting reconvened at 2.30 p.m.)

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Gentlemen, I should like to call the
gession to order, and we will continue our work. :

At the plenary session which took place in the morning Mr. Scott, an
observer from the International Scciety for the Protection of Animals, was
absent, but he is here now. Would he like to take the floor?

¥r. T,H. SCOTT (International Society for the Proteotion of Animals):
Yes, I would, please.

Mr, Chairman, on behalf of the International Society for the Protection of
Animals, may I first of all thank the Commission for allowing a purely animal
welfare organisation to be present once again this year at the meetings of the
Commission, .

Naturally, animal welfare interests throughout the world are following very
keenly the progress of the working of the Commission, because our terms of
reference must, of necessity, include conservation, Having said that, I should
like to make reference to a letter that we in the International Society have
presented to the Acting Secretary, Dr, Mackintosh, relative to what we believe
night be a means of alleviating some of the distress and some of the cruelty
aspects of whaling. I belisve possibly brief mention of this was made this
morning by Major Scott. My organisation would very much like the Commission to
consider whether it might be possible for a training scheme to be implemented
under the auspices of the International Whaling Commission in order that gunners
on whalers in particuler should not embark upon expeditions entirely without
experience. Indeed, we would go further than this and say that it is our hope
that the, would embark upon expeditions being relatively skilled. We do not
suggest for one moment that in many instances this is not already the case,
particularly with personnel who have been on whaling fleets for many yeers, but
we do quite seriously suggest that this would not only help curtail the overall
amount of suffering in the industry by having accurate and experienced operators
all the time, but it would also have economic advantages to the industry.

It is with these thoughts in mind that we express the further hope that
possibly the financing of such a training scheme might emanate from the industry
itself. This might be a pious and somewhat optimistic hope, but I think at this
stage one could say there are animsl welfare interests which would also be
 interested in going along with any properly approved and accepted scheme by the
Commission,

I thank you, Sir, for your interest. That concludes the statement on this
subject.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Mr. Scott.

We have heard item 18 of the agenda, and I am now able to return to
item 15, the Report of the Finance and Administration Committee., You have
received & -revised copy of the estimate of income and expenditure which is
separated by ordinary budget and extraordinary budget, and I hope you hed time
to study it. Nevertheless, I should like to ask Mr, De Jager, as well as
Pr, Mackintosh, whether he would like to mzke any comments on thet estimate.

Dr. N.A. MACKINTOSH (Acting Secretary): Just before we go any further,
Mr, Chairmsn, I ought to point out that in this new revision of the estimates, at
the lower left hand corner and on the first line on the right, 1965/66 should _
be 1966/67. I am sorry we had this slip again, I think it is cshiributable to “Jt/
using an old stencil and correcting it to produce the new version. ‘

Mr. B.,V.D, DE JAGER (South Africa): I refer to this document,
TWG/18/2B (revised), which has been circulated. The Committee met again, and
it is suggested that the estimated expenditure for stock assessment work and the
contribution to whale marking amounting to £2,750 be reinstated on an extra-
ordinary budget, as the existing extracordinary budget shows a balance of £88L.
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This would mean that it is hecessary to find an amount of approximately £2,000
to meet the estimated total expenditure on the extraordinary budget.

Two alternative suggestions were made te the Committee, but the Committee
was divided on this issue, so they are offered as ‘suggestions to the Commission.,
The first one is a flat rate for all active whaling countries, which would amount
to approximately £200 each, and the second alternative is a flat rate levy on
whales of any species, including the assessment work taken by all active whaling
countries. At one shilling per whale that would amount to roughly £3,000.

Thenk you, Mr. Chairmsn.

/The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): At the previous ...
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The CHAIRMAN { Interpretation): Thank you, Dr. De Jager. Are there
any queations?

At the previous Meeting the Soviet delegation declared that it would
abstain if there vere a nroposa® to divide the gquota into t-o narts. Have
‘you changed your attitude to that, Dr Lafitakii?

Dr. L.G. TAFITSKIT (U.S.S.R.)(Intersretation): I should like to
draw attention to the fact that the Soviet delegation made its position clear.
Since we have only Just received this revised document -e have not been able to
consult our financial experts so as to be able to make a decision on this
matter now. Horever, the Soviet delegation has no objection to sub-dividing
the budget so that there were, in effect, two budgets, one ordinary, and one
extraordinary budget concerned - ith- investigation and other problems of
geientific research.

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Since the Soviet delegation has
withdrarn its objection to dividing the budget into two parts, there is no need
for me to put it forvard.

, I propose to take separate decisions, the first on the ordinary budget,
and the second on the extraordinary budget. What are your proposals concerning
the ordinary budget? :

Dr. W.M. SPRULES (Canada): Since it is my understanding that no
incresse is being asked for in the ordinary budget, I am prepared to move its
acceptance. :

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): There is a motion from Dr. Sprules tha
we accept the ordinary budget. Who will second that proposal?

(The proposal was seconded by the.Japanese,
the hustralian and the American delegations.)

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Are there any objections to this
proposal? Since there are no objections, the gstimate of income and expendi-
ture for the forthcoming fiscal year is approved for the ordinary budget.

Now let us proceed tc the estimate for the extraordinary budget. That
proposals are there —ith regard to this?

#r. C.G. SETTER (Australia): I find myself in the same position as
the U.S.8.R. delegation, in that I am unable to commit my Govermment to any
additional expenditure in respect of the Commission. I should need to aeek
approval for any additional expenditure. 1If, therefore, I support any proposal
to raise the funds it will be necessary to raise to meet the cost of the stock
assessment work, I shall have to vote subject to the approval of my Government.
I think that probably quite a number of us are in the same position. I think
that what we should try to do is to see rhich of the alternative nethods of
financing this work which have been suggested by the Finance Committee is
preferred by the members of the Commission.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): So, Gentlemen, what are your
proposals concerning the alternative methods which Dr. De Jager has put
before us?

Dr. J.L. McHUGH (U.8.A.): The United States delegation is not
exactly certain as to what these alternatives are. I vonder if we could
have them repeated.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Dr. De Jager, would you be so kind
as to repeat the proposals? :
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Dr. B.V.D. De JAGER (South Africa): The first suggestion was a flat
rate for all active whaling countries, of whom there are 11, which would amount
to £200 each, or a sum of £2,200.

The alternative is a flat rate levy on whales of any species included
in the assessment work taken by all active vhaling countries. It would be
a shilling per vhale taken and, based on last year's average, would amount to
'£3000.,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Can I have your proposals, Gentlemen?

Dr. W.M. SPRULES (Canada): I have one more question of clarification,
Mr. Chairman. The alternative suggestion is based on the total catch of “hales
by the whaling countries in 1965, but I am still wondering if all of these
catches are under assessment by the Assessment Committes. I thought that there
were two groups of rhales being considered by the Assessment Committee, and
these included the baleen -hales of the Antarctic, and at this Meeting -e are
asking them to consider the sperm ~hale stocks of all the oceans.

/This stil, as far as Canada ......
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This still, as far as Canada personally is concerned, leaves the baleen whale
stocks of the North Pacifie still not being locked at by the Cormissicn's
Assessnent Committee, and I an wendering whether the proposal made by

Dr. De Jager took this into consideration or whether it is felt that all
whales will conme under the Assessment Conmittee's purview,

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

Dr. De Jager, would you be =0 kind as to clarify the opinion of the
Commi ttee?

Dr. B.V.D. Do JAGER (South Africa): Mr. Chairmen, it was the
understanding of the Comnittee that all whales falling within that would be
included.

Mr. I. FUJITA (Japan): Mr. Chairman, Dr. De Jager, the Chairmen
of the Finance Cormittee,has presented us with two alternative proposals
concerning the sharing of the cost of the Bxtraordinary Budget. The first
alternative is that this cost should be borne equally by the active whaling
nations. The second alternative proposal is this should be borne according
to the level of the catches as shown in last year's records. J apan has a
large nuober of catches in the past year's records and, frankly speaking,
Japan's position wculd be much more Tavoursble if we agreed with the first ,
proposal. However, in order to solve the question easily, I would like
to propose a third altermative plan, Our idea is as follows: to divide
the £2,000 into two parts, end divide the first part of £1,000 by equal
sharing of the active whaling nations. Concerning the other £1,000 s the
other half, this part should be borne according to the second alternative,
that is dependent upon the actual catches of active whaling nations over the
last year, I think this proposal will solve the question arising fronm
the different positions » thus paking 2 compromises, Thank you very ouche

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Dr. De Jeger, oy understanding
is that Mr. Fujita has not taken your alternative guite correctly - the
second alternative - because our understanding was that you were Proposing
to teke one shilling for each whale caught in the forthcoming season,

Concerning the records of the catches of last year, you just tcok the
record of the last year of the catches for estinating the approximate sum
wWhich will be received. .

Dr. B.V.D. De JAGER (South Africa): Mr. Chaiman, we nenticned
this last year's season because the statistics would be available to calculate
the payments on; so I think we meant the seascn of 1965 and 1965/1966 for the
Antarctic,

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Mr. Fujita, do you insist on your
proposgal?

Mr. I. FUJITA (Jepan) (Interpretation): Mr. Chairman, the outline
of the Japanese proposal is that this £2,000 should be divided into two parts,
and the first part of that £1,000 should be equally borne by the countries
concerned and the latter half should be borne in proportion to the number of
whales caught by the active whaling netions. That is the outline of the
Japanese proposale Concerning the latter part, we agree with the; nethod
which Dr. De Jager has Just now deseribed.

Mr. H.T. KNUDTZON (Norway): As a matter of prineiple, the
Norwegian opinion is that there should be a flet rate contribution by all
countries concerneds If we camot agree on that, we are most in favour
of the Japanese compromise proposal; but in any case we have to reserve
ocur position.
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Mr. W.C. TAME (United Kingdom): Mr. Chairmen, I have to make the
seme reservation as other delegates, that is I an not in a position to coumit
ry governnment to the proposal that is now before us.

As regards the splitting of the contribution to the Extraordinery Budget,
my view is very much the sane as that of Dr. McHugh, as expressed this morning.
It seems to us that the contributions of the countries concerned to this special
fund should bear scoe relation to the economic stakes that these countries
have in the whaling business, and we would have very much preferred the
second alternative put forward by the Chairman of the Finance Committee,
nanely a levy of so much on each whale caught, If this is not acceptable
to the Commission as a whole, Mr. Chairnan, I think I would personally go

along with the Jepenese compromise; but as I said before,this is a netter
on which I would have to refer beack to my governments

Thenk you, Mr. Chaiman,

/The C'HAIRI'.L’;N (Interpretation): In other words, sessseaes
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The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): In other words, if T have
understood Mr, Tame, you are supporting the proposal of one shilling
per head, but you are reserving your position in relation to the decision
to be taken by your government.

Mr, W.C. TAME (United Kingdom): Yes, that is so,

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation}: Who will second the proposal
from Mr, Pujita? I understand that the propossl is not seconded, so
only one of the alternative proposals, that is the proposal of one
shilling duty per whale, which was seconded by the United Kingdom
delegation, is to be voted on.

Mr, H.T, KNUDTZON (Norway): I would like to second the
Japanese compromise proposal,

The CHATRMAN {Interpretation): Better late than never,

Dr. J.L. McHUGH (U.S.4.): Mr, Chairman, I think I must explain
the U.S. position, I think the United States would be willing to agree
to any reasonable proposal which resolved this problem, but unfortunately my
instruetions limit ne at the present time, and I would not be sble to support
the Japanese position, even though in many respects I find it a reasonable
one. Therefore, I would have to reserve my position with respect to the
Japanese proposal at the present time, T could vote on the other proposal
however,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): 30 Mr. Fujita, was your proposal
a single proposal or an amendment to the previous proposal of the Finance
and Adninistrative Committee?

Mr, I. FUJITA (Japan) (Interprctation): Mr. Chairman, my proposal
was en apendment o the original proposal.

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): So first we have to vote on the
proposal put forward by Mr., Pujita and seconded by the Norwegian delegation.
As far as T understood the proposal, it was as follows: that the total
contribution of £2,000 is to be divided into two equal parts, and the first
half, that is the sun of £1,000 is to be divided in equal parts between
the countries concerned. The second half, £1,000, is to be divided
between the countries concerned in proportion to the level of their
catches, Is my understanding right?

Mr. P.C. COTTON (New Zealand): Could we seek clarificetion
that "countries concerned" includes only the countries actively engaged
in whaling operations?

Mr., I. FUJITA (Jepan) (Interpretation): What I meant by
"countries concerned" was that it should be countries actively engaged in
whaling, whaling nations,

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): So it is to be divided between
countries actively conducting wheling operations, both pelagic and from
land stations, Is it clear now? If so, perhaps Dr. Mackintosh could
take a roll call on the amendment proposed by Mr, Fujita.

The ACTING SECRETIRY: May I ask one question for clarification?.
The second half of the £2,000 is in proportion %o catches in which year?

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): The forthcoming season.
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Mr, I. FUJITA (Japan) (Interpretation): Will you please azk Dr,
De Jager to clarify this?

Dr. B.V.D. De JAGER (South Africa): Mr, Chairmen, it was suggested
~ in the Committee that it should be based on the sumer of 1965, and the
1965/1966 intarctic season because the statistics areavailable, they are not
avaeilable for the coming season, so there is nothing to base thenm on,

The CHATRMAN (Interpretation): Do you agree with this, Mr, Fujita?
- (Mr., Pujita nodded assent)

The ACTING SECRETARY: Then I will take the vote:

Argenting Not present
Australia . No

Canada LAbstain
Denmark Abstain
France No

Iceland . Abstain
Japan Yes )
Netherlands No

New Zealand Abstain
Korway No

South Africa Yes
U.5.5.R. Abstain.
U- 3 - A- . Abstain
U.K, Lbstzain

We have two in favour, four against and seven zbstentions, "The motion
is lost. .

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): So the motion is lost, I
just have a question for Mr. Knudtzon: how is it possible for you to
have seconded Mr. Fujita's proposal when you voted against it?

Mr, H.T. KNUDTZON (Norway): Mr, Chairman, T seconded the
proposal to have it put to the vote, to find out the opinions, but as
T have no assent 4o the principle of this guestion and I have no instructions,
I must make all sorts of reservations,

/The CHAIRMAN: (interpretation): I should ...
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The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Gentlemen, I should like to put to
the vote the original proposal by Mr. De Jager and seccnded by the United
Kingdom. Its substance is that one shilling will be taken as a duty on each
whale caught, and the sum is to be estimated on the basis of the 1965/66 catch
'Is this correct, Mr. De Jager?

Mr. B.V.D. DE JAGER (South Africa): Yes, it is.

Dr. W.H¥, SPRUIES (Canada): I should Just like 4o ask Mr. De Jager
whether this is for every whale caught by each whaling nation, regardless of
whether or not the stocks of whales are under assessment by the Assessment Group.

Mr. B.V.D. DE JLGER (South Africa): Yes.

Mr., C.G. SETTER (Australia): Mr. Chairman, I am somewhat confused
myself now. T thought that the Committee, in considering this, referred only
to the whales that were subject now to stock assessment or for which we had
asked for stock assessments to be carried out. In order to clarify the position,
my impression is that it is to be a shilling per whale for 211 blue, fin, sei,
humpback and sperm whales. If that is the understanding of the Committee and
the general understanding, I think we should list that in the resoluticn.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Nevertheless, I will have now to put
to the vote the proposal put forward by Mr. De Jager. There was no amendment
made to it, and the amendment proposed by Mr. Fujite was lcst, Dr., Mackintosh, {
will you please make a roll call for Mr. De Jager's proposal?

Dr. N.A. MACKINTOSH (Acting Secretary) This is for a shilling per
whale based on the catches of 1965/66.

Mr. C.G. SETTER (Australia): Mr. Chairman, before I decide on this
question, I want to be quite clear that we are now proposing that we include all
whales taken uy member countries, because when we discussed this we were looking
at the figures for the whales that I mentioned just now, and the £3,000 income
was based on a catch of about 6,000 whales, This did not include the smaller
types of whale like baleen and minke whales and those whales on which there is
no stock assessment work being done. I would be able to support a proposal that
we should place a levy of a shilling o. all blue, fin, sei, humpback and sperm
whales, but I-do not know how I would vote if it were to include all whales,

Mr. B.V.D. DE JAGER (South Africa): DMNr. Chairman, I think I was a
bit confused myself, and I see theat I have writtem here from the Committee, "A
flat rate levy on whales of any species included in the assessment work."
Those are the ones mentioned by Mr. Setter just now. To clarify it
completely, I think that is what we discussed, and that was the wording, I
should like Mr. Setter to correct we if I am wrong here.

The CHAIRMLN (Interpretation): Thank you. Dr. Mackintosh, will you
please make a roll call‘pow°

Dr. N.4i. MACKINTOSH (Acting Secretary): It is the same motiom in
which it has been stated for clarification that it applies to blue, fin, sei,
humpback and sperm whales,

[

Dr, W.M. SPRULES (Canada): Is this for whales which are under
assessment by the lssessment Committee?

Dr, N..i, MACKINTOSH (Acting Secretary): Whales which are under
assessment by the Assessment Group.

Mr. C.G. SETTER (fustralia): I am still somewhat confused, Mr. Chairman,

Dr. W.M. SPRULES (Canada): Mr. Cheirman, we are trying to find funds
in an extraordinary budget in order to provide the necessary facilities for the
Assesament Group to continue their work on certain stocks of whales which they
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have been investigating, and to 2dd to this the sperm whale stocks of the
world's oceans., I will use an example. Canada tekes fin whales from the North
Aftlantic Ocean., We are doing our own stock assessments, and no one is paying
for that. The Lissessment Committee is not, as I understand it, going to carry
out an assessment of the fin whale stocks in the North Atlantic Ocean, and thus
I am rather confused, as I have been all week, about why we are looking for
contributions to an extraordinary budget to carry out a specific project that
is not related to the catch of certain taleen whales in certain oceans, If,
however, the motion thet is before us now is asking for a vote on a shilling
per whale for the whales tzken by each nation from stocks which are under
assessment by the Assessment Group, then I should think the proposal is very
clear and understandable to all delegations

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretatiun): Mr. De Jager, would you please
elarify the intenticn? :

Mr. B.V.D. DE JAGER (South Africa): Mr. Cheirman, I will read it
again, "a flat rate levy on whales of any species included in the assessment work
taken by all active whaling countries, " )

The CH!IRMAN (Interpretaticn): 4Are you all satisfied with the cleri-
fication by Mr, De Jager?

Mr. C,G. SETTER (Australia): Mr. Chairman, if this proposal is not to
include the whales taken by the northern hemisphere, I think the Committee will
need to have a liok at the rate of assessment on these stocks because it will
change the figure quite considerably. We base this figure on all blue, fin, sei,
humpback and sperm whales, and the figure worked out at a shilling per whale, but
we will have to have a l.ok at it again if it is going to be limited to the
stocks on which the assessment work is actually being carried out.

Atr. B.V.D. DE JAGER (South Lfrica): ¥r. Cheirman, I really ...
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Dr. B.V.D. De JAGER {South Africa): Mr. Chairman, I really am much
more conf'used myself now than ever before. I think Mr. Setter will recall that
we discussed this -~

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): It is quite understandable that you
should be confused. This is a complicated matter and we are all confused.

Dr. B.V.D. De JAGER (South Africa): If it would help maetters, I should
like to propose that there should be a flat rate levy on vhales taken by all
active whaling countries, including the species which mere mentioned by
Mr. Setter, and not others. I hope that is clear now.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Have you any further questions, ;3
Mr, Setter, or can we proceed with the voting?

Mr. C.G. SETTER {Australia): If my understanding is correct, we are
no~ going to vote on whether the Commission sunports the principle of a levy of
~one shilling per vhale on all blue, fin, sei, humpback and s~erm whales taken
by member countries. If -e are voting on that, I can go ahead and vote.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): In that case, I understand that it may
be made still clearer by consultation with Dr De Jager.

Mr. C.G. SETTER (Australia): I think that Dr. De Jager agrees vith me
on that point now. He is nodding his head.

Dr. B.V.D. De JAGER (South Africa): I agree with Mr. Setter on that
point.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): So you have reached an agreement.

If there are no more questions, can we now proceed to the voting? HL

’

Mr, H.T. KNUDTZON (Norvay): Hr. Chairman, I have to join the group of
somewhat confused members here. I thought that Dr. De Jager's last proposal was
for a flat rate contribution, but perhaps I am mistaken. If it is the case that
any member country, for instance Norway, shall pay this contribution for all
whales taken by that country, I should like to point out that we have land
stations along the Norwegian coast where we cateh fin vhales and sei whales,
and they are not included in the asssssment work. I think that the cost of
the contributions to this assessment work should be known. How can the people
dealing with this say that so much of the Norwegian catch is excluded and should
not pay the one shilling per ~hale?

So far as I have understood it, the problem is the same for Canada.

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): If there is no objection, I propose
that we should take a break for a fer minutes in order to clarify this question.

(The Meeting adjourned at 3.25 p.m.
and reconvened at 3.45 n.m.)
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The CHAIRMIN {Interpretation): Gentlenen, I call for your
attention.

I would like to ask Dr. De Jager tc inforn the Cormission whether all
the problems were clarified and zbout the progress of the consultationse

Dr. B.¥.D. Das JiGER (South Africa): I hope that all the problens
are clarified, but I d not think one can ever be sure sbcut thats

We have drafted scmething which reads as follows:-

"The raising of a levy of one shilling per whale con all blue, fin
sei and humpback wheles taken in the southern henmisphere, and all
spern whales throughout the world."

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): That is an indication that
tea is helpfuls

Is the wording clear to everybbdy? There are no cbjecticns to put A
it forward for voting? Thank yous Dr. Mackintosh, would you please
call the roll on this vote? —

The ACTING SECRETARY: We are voting now on the proposal to
levy one @ailling per whale, based on 1965 and 1965/1966, on blue, fin, sel
end hunpback whales in the scuthern hemisphere, and spern whales throughout
the world.

Argentina Not present

Australia Yes (Subject to the reservaticn
regarding paynent by oy
governaent

Canada Yes

Dennark Yes

France Yes

Iceland : Yes

Japan No

Netherlands Yesa

New Zealand ‘ i Yes

Norway No

South Africa Yes {Subject to the reservation
regarding paynent by oy

o , governzent

‘Ue Su8.Ra . " Lbstain

U Se e Yes

United Kingdon Yes

The votes are 10 in favour, 2 rgainst, cne abstention. The Motion is
carrieds - '

The CHAIRMAN (Interpreta.tion): The tea was very helpfulld

Gentlenen, my work as Chairman of the Cormission is coming to an end,
and we have come to item 19 of the agenda, the election of a Chairpan and
Vice-Chairman for the ensuing three years., Due to the termination of the
term of office for the Chairman and the Vice-Chairman we have two vacancies
now, and I would like the Counissicners to give their proposals for a
noninee for Chairnarn.

Mpr. I.F. DENISENKO (U.S.S.Re):(Interpretation): lir. Chair:an,
the Soviet Delegation suggests that we nominate as Chairman of the
International Whaling Counission, Mr. Tane, the Comrissioner for the United
Kingdon Delegatione : '
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The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): There was a Notion for Mr. Tame
to be clected as Chairman, who will second the proposal? '

( Mr. Knudtzon of Norway seconded the proposa.l)

The CHAIRMAN (Interpretation): Thank you, Gentlenen. Are there
any other proposals? No other proposals. If you have no objections I
would like to ask Dr. Mackintosh to take a roll call on the Motion put forward
and seconded.

The ACTING SECRETARY: The Motion is to elect Mre Teme as

Chaimano

Argentina Not present
fustralia Yes
Canada Yes
Dermark Yes
France - Yes
Tceland Yes
Japan Yes
lletherlands Yes

New Zealand Yes
Norway Yes
South Africa Yes
U.S8.5Re Yes

Ue Se fie Yes
United Kingdon Abstain

The Motion is carried, except for cne abstention. (Ap_pla.use)

The CHAIRMAN (In’cerpretation): Centlemen, let me, on behalf of
all those present here, congratulate Mr. Tane on being elected as Chairman.

Ls far as I know there is no fixed rule as to which Chairman, the old
one or the new one, has to finish the work of the meeting. It seems that
in the najority of cases the old Chairnen closes the meeting; but in any
case ny understanding is that the decision is to be taken by the old Chairnan,
with the agreement of the new Chairman. But froeo oy point of view there
must be honour in any business, and if it is to be in order then there cannot
be two Chairman at one and the sane neeting. In that case, I would like the
newly elected Chairmen te take his Chair. Please allow ne tc express oy warkd
and sincere gratitude to all the Commissioners for the assistence rendered
to me in the inmportant work as Chairman of the Commission.  Without your
support, Gentlenen, it would be irpossible for ne to achieve the successes
which our neeting is really achieving

With special warmth I would like to express my gratitude to the
Secretariat, for the assistance rendered to me during my work, and I would
also like once more to congratulate Mr. Tane on being elected as the Chairman,
and wish hin as great a success as I have had in the Chair. I ask hin now
to take his Chair. (ipplause) Thank you, Gentlemem. :
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(Mr, M,¥, Sukhoruchenko then vacated the Chair, which was
assuned by Mr, W,C, Tame)

Dr. J.T. McHUGH (U.S.iA.): Mr, Cheirman, I was hoping that I
could make these few renarks before Mr, Sukhoruchenko vacated the Chair
because they are really addressed to him, During the three-year tern
of office which he has held, I think the Cormission has gone through .
some of its most difficult tinmes, and I have never failed to be impressed
by his expert conduct of the meetings, by his skill in handling difficult
metters with a most unbiased point of view, and more than anything-else
I have been impressed by his unfailing sense of humour which has helped
him over many difficult hurdles. I want to exbtend to him from the
U.S. delegation our thanks and our highest respect, and wish hin well in
the future,

The CHAIRMAN: Dr. McHugh's propossl is svidently carried with
acclenation,

Mr. C.G. SEITER (iustralia}: Mr. Chairman, I would like %o
associate myself with the couments made by Pr. McHugh, I think it is’ the
opinion of all of us that Mr. Sukhoruchenko has carried out a very
difficult task in a nost efficient manner and he has left a great
inpression on us 211 for the uesnner in which he has led this Cormmission
4hrough, as Dr. McHugh said, a difficult period. I would like to
associate the fustralian delegetion with the U.S., delegetion's comments
and to wish Mr. Sukhoruchenko 21l the very best as a Comnissioner.

Mr. M.N., SUKHORUCHENKO (U,S.S.R.) (Interpretation): Gentlenen,
I would like to express my gratitude for the warm words and good wishes,
and once more I would like to express my gratitude to all the Commissioners
for their assistance in uy work as Chairman.

The CH/IRM:N: Thank you, Mr., Sukhoruchenko, iIf I could just
say a very brief word on my own account, I would like to thank Mr.
Sukhoruchenko for his congratulations and the Commission for electing
. me as Chairmen., I realise that this is a very great honour, especially
et this particular period in the history of the Commission, because as
Mr. Holt was reminding us this morning, sone wise decisions have been
taken in the last year or two. If these are followed up by more wise
decigions in the next few years, we moy have done what the Comission

has failed to do over a great many years: that is save the whale atocks,
and incidentelly, save the whaling industry.

For ny part, I had thought that the Commission might like to have,
in this testing period, somecne with more kmowledge of the problems and
more experience of the work of the Commission, but I shell, of course, do
my very best to exercise the post of Chairmanship with iapartiality, and
in sccordence with the wishes of the Commission. At least I have the
advantage of having served under Mr, Sukhoruchenko who, I think all of us
would agree, is a great master of the art of chairmanship, I shall do
my best, it will be very difficult to follow his good example. I1f,
in the meantime, I show these deficiencies which I have nentioned, 1
ai sure I can count on the indulgence of 211 of you, Thank you very ruch,

T think we are helfway through Item 19 on the agenda, we have now
elected a new Chairmen, and we have to elect a Vice-Chairman for the
next three years, May I ask if there are any nominations?

Mr, H.T, ENUDTZON (Norwey): I move that the distinguished
Coimiissioner for .Jepan, Mr. Pujita, be elected Vice-Chairman, both
because of his personal and extraordinary capability, and because of
the fact that Japan up to now has neither had a Chairman nor a Vice-
Chairmaan nf the Commission,
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(The Proposal was seconded by Mr. M.N. Sukhoruchenko of
"~ the U.3.5.%.)

The CH/IRMAN: The motion that Mr. Pujita be elected Vice-
Chairman has been proposed by Norway aend seconded by the U.S.S.R. Are
there any other proposals? I an afraid this is where oy inexperience
lets me down, I believe it is not necessary to have a vote on this. It
seens to me that there hes been a proposal which was seconded and there
is no other proposal, the Commission has clearly expressed its desire
that Mr, Fujitz should be the Vice-Chairman. (4pplause) I declare
that this motion has been carried and I would like to congratulate
Mr, Pujita on his election,

Mr, I. FUJITA (Japen) (Interpretation): Mr. Chairnman, Gentlenen,
I would like to express ny sincere gratituce for being elected as Vice-
Cheirnan of the Cormission by courtesy of the members of the Coumission.

So far I have been approached by a number of Comissioners unofficially
with the suggestion that I should be Vice-Chairman of the Commission,
However, I have been turning this suggestion down becguse I thought I was
not qualified as a Vice-Chairman, One reason for this is the language
difficulty; another reason is the question of ny state of health, due to
my age recently I have found that nany parts of oy body are not functioning
properly, and I find it very difficult, I am not confident as to whether
I can carry out the important role of Vice-Chaiman effectively. However,
through the great skill of the other Commissioners, I have finally been
persuaded to be elected as Vice-Chairmen of the Commission, after having
resisted this,

In particular, the distinguished delegate from Norway made a proposal
which was seconded by the Soviet delegation, and this is one of the rarest
cases in the history of the International Whaeling Comission, so in the
light of this fact, I have found it extremely difficult to refuse this,

/In view of the goodwill . ......
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In view of the goodrill and understanding of the Commissioners of this
Meeting, I sha'l make every effort to carry out my duties, and I should like to
ask my colleagues to assist me in €very possible way in carrying out this
imgortant task.

Mr.‘Chairman and Gentlemen, I should like to take this opportunity to say
one more thing. ¥hen I go back home I intend to consult my doctor, because I
am not confident about the state of my health. If his advice is that my health
does not allo- me to carry out the important role of Vice-Chairman of this
Committee, I vill ask you to nominste oy successgor a3 Vice-Chairman.

I should like again to express my sincere gratitude for your kind under-
standing and courtesy. (Applause)

The CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Mr. Fujita. I am sure ve are all glad
that the unusual combination of members of this Commission and the pressurs of
Comaissioners generally have prevailed upon you to take this office. We all
hope that you will have a good report from your doctors when you go back to
Japan. I can only say for myself that I found the post of Vice-Chairman a very
healthy one. I am sure that it will do you a power of good,

If we have now disposed of item 19 on the agenda, can we pass to item 20,
the date and place of the next Meeting? We have a recommendation from the
Finance and Administration Committee that the Nineteenth ileeting be held in
London in the week beginning 26 June, 1967. I do not know rhether the chairman
of that Committee wishes to add anything to this, or to explain it,

Dr. B.V.D. De JAGER (South Africa): The Committee decided to
recommend London again in view of the fact that there was no invitation to meet
anywhere else, and the estimates for the new year were based on o meeting in
London.

The CHAIRMAN: TIs there a seconder for the proposal that the Meeting
should be in London next vear?

(The procosal ws seconded by the Australian
and the Netherlands delegations.

Mr. I. FUJITA (Japan)(Interpretation): I should like to take this
opportunity to inform the Commissioners of the folloving, It has been
customary for the annual meeting to be held outside London every three years,
and it may well be exvected that the Japanese Government will invite the
member countries to hold the next annual meeting in Tokyo.  Japan, however,
is not able to invite the Commission to meet in Tokyo next year, but we are
considering inviting the Commission to hold its meeting in Tokyo the year after
next,

I just wanted to take this opportunity to inform members of the Commission
of our intention,

The CHAIRMAN: We take note that the Japanese Government is
considering whether to issue an invitation to the Commission to meet in
Tokyo in 1968.

Are there any other proposals for 19672  Of course, if the meeting were
not held in London in 1967, it would not be possible to meet in Tokyo in 1968.
Under our Rules of Procedure we have to meet twice in London before meeting
outside.

Can I take it that the Commissioners agree to the recommendation of the
Finance and Adainistration Committee that the Nineteenth Meeting be held in
London in the week beginning 26 June, 19677 Is that agreed? (Agreed)
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We now come to item 21, the arrangements for the Press release. I am told
that in recent years the Commission has been content to leave it to the Chairman
and the Secretary to prepare and issue a Press release. Is it your wish that
the same procedure should be followed on this occasion? Perhaps I could have a
proposal on this matter.

~ Dr. W.M. SPRULES (Canada): It would give me great pleasure to
propose that we follo- this same procedure once again, and it also gives me an
opportunity to express personally the desire that the Committee =il® be very
careful —ith regard to the listing of the delegations that mere present at the
Meeting. It -as rather neculiar last year vhen the Press release came to
Canada, it ended up on the desk of my superiors and they noted that Canada had
not been present at the meetings. I had already submitted an expense account,
and it became a 1little confusing as to rhether or not I had actually been to the
meetings and, if not, vhere I had been and ho~ I had spent the money.

The CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Dr. Sprules. I am sure ve must do ocur
best to avoid that sort of embarrassment,

(The proposal ras seconded by the
Australian delegation.)

/The CHAIRAN: Aire there any other .....
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The CHATRMAN: Lre there any other proposals?

Then I say thet it should be left to the Secretary end the Chairnan,
I an not quite sure which Chairmen this refers to. I feel that the occupant
of the post for the majority, and certainly all the difficult part, of the
neeting should be associated with the Press release, but perhaps I could -
have a word with Mr, Sukhoruchenko about that.

Hr. M.N. SUKHORUCHENKO (U.S.S.R.) (Interprctation): We fully
rely on the newly elected Chairman. '

The CHAIRMIN: I think this is almost a private quarrel between
ne and Mr. Sukhoruchenko, so perhaps we could leave it on that basis.

Lre there any other points on item 217  If not, could we go on °
to item 22, Any other business. -

Mr. H.T. KWUDTZON {(Norway): &8s you will reneaber, at the
first plenary session I asked that the guestion of .tke pelagic global quota in
the Antaretic should be given the first priority in tne Technical Conmittee,
and I explained the reason; namely that it would fecilitate the quota
distribution negotiations going on between the active pelagic whaling nationse.
These negotiations have not reached any solution and, as I understcod it, at the
last meeting of the representatives fron these countries, their Chairman,
#r. Wall, was tc give a short report in the last plenary sessione As Mr., Wall
is not present, I have taken the liberty to say what I have said, and to
tell the Comrissioners that these quota distribution deliberations are supposed
to continue,

The CHATRMAN: Thenk you, Mr. Knudtzon. Mr, Wall asked me to
apologise to the pelagic countries as it was quite impossible for him to be
present this afterncon. I was oyself prepared to nake a statement on his
behalf, but in view of the statement which you have now nade, Mr. Knudtzon,
I think that is perhaps unnecessarys

There is a matter under fny Other Business which I ought perhaps to
reise nyself, or ask the United Kingdon Delegation to raise; I an not quite
sure in what capecity I am speaking now. But, as was announced at the
opening of the plenary sessions, I had a letter fron Mr. Winpenny, in oy
capacity as Vice-Chaiman, saying that it would be i.ipossible for his, for
medical reasons, to carry on with the Secretaryship of this Cormission. I
think he wrote to Mr. Sukhoruchenko in similar temms, but I believe the letter
had not resched hin before he left Moscows I only heard of this a very short
tine before the meeting of the Cormission, and I was zble to prevail on
Dr, Mackintosh at very short notice to deputise for Mr. Winpenny on this
océasion. I am sure we are all extremely groteful to hin for what he has done
and for stepping into the breach at such short notice., But Dr. Mackintosh
tells me that this is only a purely ad hoc, teumporary arrengenent, and assuning
that Mre. Wimpenny's resignation is confirmed, it will, of cowrse, be necessary
for the Commission to appoint another Secretery.

T think I can say, on behalf of the United Kingdom, that oy departuent,
the Fisheries Department, will continue to provide secretarial services for the
tine being, if that is the wish of the Commission; I also have to add that we
shall be obliged to make a charge for doing s0. Perhaps the Connmission would
wish me to see if it is possible for the United Kingdom to make some suggestions
for the sppointment of a new Secretary at their next neeting.

There is one other thing I would like to say, Just to conplete this
pnatter, and that is I felt that perhaps the Cormission would want to
send a nessage to Mr. Wimpenny thanking hin for all his work snd expressing
the hope that he will socon recover froa his indisposition.
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Dre JeL. McHUGH {U.S.i.):  Mr. Chairman, I was going fo suggest
something of the same sort, but of 2 sonewhat nore formal nature. I wicnder
if it would be possible to prepare sone kind of an appropriste testinonial
to Mr. Wimpenny for his services over the years, which might be suitably
framed and presented to him, in order that he would have some permanent
merento of his service to the Cowiission,’ Perhaps this could be dene either
by the Chairman or by the icting Secretary of the Connissiche

Mre T. FUJITL (Japan) (Interpretation):  Mr. Chairnan, Japan
is in entire agreecment with what Dr. ¥cHugh has Just proposeds

The CHAIRMIN: I take it, ot any rate, that it is agreed that
some suitezble testimonial should be prepared on behalf of the Connission
and sent to Mr. Winpenny. Is that agreed? (.{Lgeed)

Then is the Commission content.tc leave the question of Secretaryshlp
on the basis that I suggested, until the next neeting? That is that the
Fisheries Department of the Ministry of Agriculture will carryon secrctarial
services for the tine being, and we hope to be able to meke a suzgestion o
the Commission at their next neetings Is that acceptable? (Agreed)

Dr. W.M. SPRULES (Ca.nad.a): fire Chairman, in the sape vein, I
have noticed this year that iiiss Kirby, whe I seen to have felt was the
pernanent contact in your offices with the Fheling Comnissicn's work for so

long, has not been with us this ycar. Could I ask if she has retired?

The CHATRMAN: No, Dr. Sprules, she has not retired, but, in
sccordance with the nornal practice in the United Kingdom, she has been
transferred tc other work within the Department. I would entirely endorse
what Dr., Sprules has said about the very fine work that she has done fer
the Conmission over a great many years, and I am sure the Commission will
be glad to know that within the last few days she has been promoted %o
a higher post in the Ministry of hgricultures

Dr. W.il. SPRULES (Cmada): Mr. Chairman, I would rather think
that the Conmission would like to have the Acting Secretary or the Chairman =
probably the Chairzan — on our behalf send a letter of appreciation
and, perheps, ccngratulation to ¥iss Kirby.

The CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Dre Spruless Is tkat agreed? (Lgrecd)
Then I will undertake that a suitable 1etter shall be sent. Thank you.

/The ACTING SECRET.RY: There is a letter .e.uveccvvrevees
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The LCTING SECRETLRY: There is a letter from the International
Council for the Exploration of the Sea; it is quite short and perhaps I
should read it out; it is inviting us to send an observer, aznd is
addressed to the President of the International Whaling Comnission, on
behalf of the Bureaiof the International Council for the Exploration
of the Sea:

"I have the honour to inform you that the Fifty-Fourth
Statutory Meeting of I.C.E.S. will teke place in
Copenhagen, Charlottenlund, from 3rd - 12th October,
end to invite you to take part in +that Meeting in
an cbserver capacity.

"The Statutory Meeting will be preceded by a
Syaposium on the Ecology of Pelagie Fish Species
in irctie Waters. I would be grateful to receive
the information and a note of the name and address
of the observer or observers from your organisation
at your earliest convenience,"

It is signed by the Secretary General.

) The CHATRMAN: I believe the Cormmission has sent observers in
the past, but normally it has been soneone attending the I.C,E.S8. in
another capacity as well, What is the wish of the Commission as regards
this year's Meeting?

Mr. M.N. SUKHORUCHENKO (U,S.S.R.)(Interpretation): I have a

Proposal to authorise the Danish Cormissioner to be present at the I.C.E.S.
Meeting as our observer, '

The CH.IRMAN: Thank you., May I ask if there is a seconder to
that proposal?

(The_propogal was seconded by Mr. I. Fujita of Japan)

The CHAIRMAN: TIs the Danish Commissioner willing to accept this
task? 1t is in Copenhagen in October of this year. ‘

Mr, J.C. BOGSTID (Demmark): Mr, Chairman, I an not sure about this,

The CHAIRMAN: Mr, Sukhoruchenko, the Danish Commissioner is rather
doubtful whether he can act as an observer. I do not know whether you would
wish to make any other proposal in the circumstances, May I ask if there is
any Comaissioner present who will be at the I.C.E.S, Meeting? ¥hat is your
desire on this matter? Should we inform the I.C.E.S. that we are unable to
send an observer on this occasion, or nmey I have a proposal for someone
other than the Danish Commissioner?

Dr. J.L. McHUCH (U.S.i.): Mr. Cheirman, in order to help you, I
was just wondering if any nembers of the Scientific Cornittee night be there,
This is probably more likely, and if any member of the Scientific Comnittee
is going to be there, perhaps we could ask the Chairman to circulate the
menbers to find out, If so, one of the scientists could be nominated. I
think I,C.E.S, is primerily a scientific neeting anyway.

The CHATRMAN: I believe Professor Ruud, who is not present, is
& nember of I,C,E.S. Would the Counission then be prepared to leave this to
the Chairman to try anc find soie noeuber of the Comiission or the Seientific
Committee who will be in Copenhagen in any case and who will act as observer
for the Comission? (Jjgreed)
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Mr, 8.J, HOLT? (F.£.0.}: Mr, Chsirman, T wonder if I night inform
the Commission that the second session of the F,A.0. Committee on Fisheries
will be meeting in Rome in the first half of next Year, that is, before this
Commission meets again, The most likely date is the week beginning 24th
April, and an invitation to this Comnission to send an observer to the
second session of the Cormittee on Fisheries will be fortheconing., The
- Committee, .amongst other things, will be considering a report or an interim
report of a sub-comnittee which it has established in co-operation with
international organisations concerned with fisheries, This is only for the
information of the Conmmission, but an invitation will be forthcoming,

Mr, C.G. SETTER (iustralia): Mr. Cheirman, in view of the fact
that we will not be ueeting before that invitation is received or before the
Meeting is held, could I suggest that ¥you, as Chairman of this Commission,
act as observer at that Meeting?

The CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Mr, Setter, Are there any other proposals?
I hope to be going to this Meeting myself, and I would be willing to act as
- Observer if' that is the wish of the Commission. Lgreed) Are there any
- other natters. to be raised under this iten? If aot, I think it only remains
for me to thank you all very much for your asttendasnce and your help, and to
declare the session closed,

(The Eighteenth Meeting closed at 4.35 p,m.)




