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Chairman

Ladies and gentlemen I welcome all of you to the

thirty-first Annual Meeting of the International
Whaling Commission which I now declare open. I

wish to extend a special welcome to representatives £
from the six new member countries which have joined 3&
the Commission since the last Annual Meeting. These Jﬁ
countries are the Republic of Korea, the Republic of ?1
Seychelles, Sweden, Peru, Chile and Spain. The 5
adherence of these countries to the International i

Whaling Convention does indeed increase the capability it

of this international body to properly conserve and

1 manage the harvesting of the world's whale stocks
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and I hope that the new membership of these countries

will inspire the very few whaling countries which are
still not members of this group to join in the very

near future so that all the whale stocks can be pro- |
tected and conserved through this Commission. I

The meeting place once again is the United Kingdom's

capital, London, and I take great pleasure in welcoming
on behalf of the Commission Mr. Buchanan-Smith, the

Minister of State for the Ministry of Agriculture,
who has been kind enough to come here in order to
address us. Since we are all looking forward to

hearing what you want to tell us please take the floor.

Mr. A. Buchanan—-Smith

Opening %
Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen, it gives me very Address
great pleasure this morning to welcome you all here

on behalf of Her Majesty's Government for what is of B
course as you know, the Thirty-First Annual Meeting

of the International Whaling Commission and I would

also like to repeat what our Chairman has said in

extending a very particular welcome to all those .
delegations from countries who have joined the Whaling . z
Commission as full members for the first time and

certainly I believe that their. membership can only }
help to assist the work of the Commission in making ?




it more effective in conserving the world's whales.
As you know the United Kingdom Government — we only
came to power Jjust over two month's ago, but I must
say that in that short period of time I have certainly
learned a great deal about the work of the Commisson.
T've also leaned a great deal about the strength of
feeling that there is in this country and elsewhere
of the work which you carry out and in this period
and against this background of general interest and
general concern my Government has, as you know, been
reviewing its policy in relation to whaling and in
relation to the part which it plays in the Inter-
national Whaling Commission.

1'd just like to say straight away that I certainly
recognise and acknowledge that the establishment of
this Commission in 1946 was of course a very major
advance in ensuring the effective conservation of
whales. However, equally, I am aware that since
that time there has been a growing awareness of
inan's responsibility to conserve his environment
and in particular wild life, and indeed I think it
was back at the Conference in Stockholm on the
Conference on the Human Environment in 1972 that my
Minister,., Mr. Peter Walker, made clear the interest
at that time of the British Government.

Now whales, of course, have a very special signifi-
cance for man, but in rccent years we have come to

realise that large scale commercial whaling has, of
course, placed the survival of some species of whale
at risk and I think we owe it to future generations

to ensure that stocks are not over—exploited.
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Now successive governments in the United Kingdom have
believed that the world's whales can best be conserved
by out continuing membership of the IWC and T certainly
want to make that plain this morning. We still believe
this to be so and we certainly intend tc continue to
play a constructive and active part in the work of

this Commission. However, we have also to recognise
that since the time when the Commission was first
established nearly every whale stock has declined and
some species of course, as we all know, have to be
totally protected. In this period some of those
stocks that have been protected have in fact shown
little signs of real recovery. These of course
include the blue, the humpback and the bowhead whales.
The largest stocks have been reduced to a mere fraction
of their original size and of the great whales only

the sperm and minke whales are still found in large
numbers, but even in relation to some of the stocks

of these species we believe that they have been

reduced to levels which of course do cause us concern
today.

Now I certainly recognise that in récent years the
Commission has very greatly improved its procedures.

I recognise too that these are sufficiently developed
now to prevent currently exploited stocks from becoming
extinct, but frankly from the study that I and others
in government have made we do not believe that this

is enough in itself. Indeed, experience in recent
vears has shown that the quotas set by the Commission
have often had to be reduced subsequently as better
data has become available to the Scientific Committee.
The Committee certainly has a difficult task but there
are still gaps in our knowledge of the behaviour of

whale populations and we cannot afford to ignore these




gaps in our knowledge at the present time. What
also concerns us very much indeed is that there is
data collected from whaling operations which is
still awaiting analysis at the present time. We
are alsc very concerned about the methods used for
killing whales. Whilst of course the explosive
harpoon is the most effective method currently
available, and I know many people in this conference
room also recognise, this method is of course far
from satisfactory as evidence shows in relation

to the time taken from strike to death.

Now it is against all this background that the
United Kingdom Government has been reviewing its
policy in relation to whaling, and it is as a result
of the analyses that we have been making in recent
months that we believe, and have come to the con=-
clusion, that there should be a moratorium on
commercial whaling in order to allow a thorough
reassessment of whale numbers and of their biology.
Accordingly, in this conference the United Kingdom
delegation will be supporting the proposal for a
moratorium on commercial whaling. We believe that
resumption of whaling should only be considered if
evidence of recovery of stocks and improvement in
methods of killing justify it.

I'd like to say also that we support in principle

the suggestion from the Seychelles delegation for

a whale sanctuary. In addition to this we also
believe that we have got to give special consideration
to aboriginal whaling. We have to consider the
needs of the population, the human population, that
are involved in this and we accept therefore that
aboriginal whaling under suitable control should be
allowed to continue. We've also been.looking at

the implications of this policy and of course this
has a direct effect on the matter of imports of whale
products in the United Kingdom.
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As you know the United Kingdom banned the imports of
whale products, except for thos e derived from the sperm

whale, in 1973. However, in spite of the policy

which I announced this morning we now propose to enter
immediately into discussion with our partners in the I
FEuropean Community, and with the Commission, with the il
aim of securing their agreement to imposing a Community
wide ban on imports of sperm whale o0il and other
derivatives. We also, of course, propose having

discussions shortly with the user industries within
the United Kingdom.

Mr. Chairman, I recognise that in the conference this ﬁ
; week you've a lot of work to do and a lot of data to o 1
E analyse and to discuss. In conclusion I would simply ” i
like to wish you well in this your first Annual Meeting !
over which you have presided. I understand that you've 3
had the advantage of a dress rehearsal so to speak iE
in Tokyo already, and I'm told that you very‘effectively 'r
chaired a somewhat difficult and controversial meeting. I

e
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I wish you and all other delegations here a very ?
successful and useful conference and I look forward

to meeting you this evening at the reception in
Lancaster House.

%%.: |
i

Chairman

Thank you very much Minister for what you have said '§
and for the good wishes and we certainly all are : ﬁ
looking forward to seeing you again at the reception Al
tonight. While we would, of course, like to have ik
you stay with us for a little longer, but I understand A
that you are a very busy man and that you have other

engagements so if you wish to leave us now then that's
all right. o




Chairman
Well ladies and gentlemen I am sure that you all
have a very long and very heavy agenda in front of
you and you will know that before we come to the
adoption of the agenda we have the item cf "Opening
Statements”. I trust that you are all aware of
the decision I made in my capacity as Chairman to
accept opening statements in written form only in
order to save time, which will be very previous if
we' have to deal with all the items we have in front
of us. I have - this decision of mine has been
supported by a vast majority of the Commissioners
which I contacted through correspondence but
although it has thus been adopted by the Commission
I am now inclined to make exceptiohs to this rule
and what I would like to do is to propose that we
make two exceptions - we should allow the new
Member Governments, or representatives from the new
Member Governments to address us. I know that some
of them would like to do that and I am sure that we
would be interested in hearing what they want to
tell us and I have also been told that from, or that

the numerous observers from the non- government
organisations have agreed among themselves to have
three people speak on behalf of all or most of these
organisations and I think we could afford to give
them fifteen minutes to address us since this is the
only opportunity they have to address the meeting.

So I am proposing that we make these two exceptions
and allow the new members to address us and that we
allow three representatives from the non-government
organisations to address us as well. If I hear no

objections to this I'll give the floor to the first
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government that would like to address us. Would you

please indicate who want to speak or use this oppor-

tunity to address the meeting.

I have been asked by the Seychelles to allow them to ’

address the meeting. Are there other new members
who would like to use this opportunity? I can't. see
it ~ Sweden. Others? So, right then. Yes, I'd
like to give the floor to the Seychelles.

Seychelles . Seychelles
Opening

Mr. Chairman, fellow Commissioners, the accession of Statement

Seychelles to the International Whaling Commission
‘may have come as a surprise to you. The very
existence of Seychelles may even have come as a
surprise to some of you. We are a small nation,
easily overlooked. In world atlases the maps of

Africa seldom extend far enough to the east to

include us; those of Asia commonly cut us off
below the foot of the page and on most charts of the
Indian Ocean we usually get lost somewhere in the
binding down the middle. But we do exist - our
presence here today is proof of that, and though we
number only sixty thousand people, thinly scattered
over a hundred tiny islands with a total grand area

about the size of Greater London, we are at the
centre of an enormous exclusive economic zone,
almost half a million square nautical miles, poised
right on one of the world's most important maritime
crossroads. We live on, and our future lies in,
the ocean. All our iong term plans are largely
maritime and their success depends on our ability

to conserve and to make the best possible use of

our marine resources. We intend to implement these
plans as our economy permits. For the moment our
most pressing concern is to ensure that the resources

are still there ready to be used when we need them.



In a hungry world this is not easy. We realise that
we are not the only ones whose lives depend on the

sea. We appreciate the needs of other nations and

in recognition of these we are making it a deliberate
part of our policy to participate with all nations

in any discussions dealing with such a common heritage ~
hence our presence here.

Historically, Seychelles is a whaling érea, The Mahe
Bank, named after our largest island, was one of the
~most important venues for pelagic fleets of the 19th
century and was extensively worked from a land base
on our island <f St. Anne. Sperm whales still come

to feed and breed where our shallow waters fall off
into the depths of the great ocean trenches. Pods
of mothers and their growing calves used tn be a
common sight for inter—island schooners. Our
fathers remember them well. It is now becoming
rare for us to see a single cachelot. There has
been no land based whaling in Seychelles since 1915
and all cetaceans in our waters are now fully pro-
tected by law, but still the stocks do not seem to

be recovering. We can only assume that pelagic
whaling must be to blame - that the quotas and kills
nearby are too high. This is admittedly an

indigenous concern, based on our subjective impres-
siones and as yet unsupported by appropriate local
scientific evidence; but it is nevertheless a real
concern which we feel should not be ignored.

We join you on the Commission for the first time
this year, and are delighted to do so. We take our
responsibility here very seriously and wish it

known that whatever actions we take in these pro-
ceedings, they are determined purely by our own
national interests. Some of the positions we
defend may be different £rom your own. They may

in some cases be similar to those of groups




peripheral to this Commission - we take good advice
wherever we f£find it. But we want to make it quite
clear right at the outset that we speak for ouselves
with our own clear voice and that we cannot be
dismissed as a client state for any stray cause
without a country. On the contrary, we have
received support from a number of other countries -
members of the Organisation for African Unity and the
Indian Ocean Coastal Nations.

We shall in the course of this Plenary Session be

introducing several issues:

1. The first of these deals with sperm whales,
formerly the most common great whale in our
waters and a matter of particular concern to
us because we believe that it's global situation
is poorly understood. We will be asking you
on the grounds of purely scientific caution, to
consider the possibility of a three—-year pause
in sperm whaling to allow science to catch up
with commerce. '

2. The second is a proposal very close to our
hearts. We are raising the question of
sanctuaries and their role in the conservation
of whale stocks; and suggesting that it would
be appropriate to create the first of these
in hhe Indian Ocean, the only complete habitat
without the complication of a local involvement
in whaling.

3. And thirdly, we will be adding our voice to
most of yours in condemning unregulated whaling
which not only undermines the Commission’'s
quota system but now threatens to spill over

from the Atlantic and Pacific into the relatively
undisturbed Indian Ocean.




We trust you will forgive us for taking an unusually
active part in this our first meeting; but these

are matters of particular local concern and where

our environment is at stake we do have strong
opinions. You will however find us open to all
reasonable suggestions and we hope that our accession
to the convention and our admission to your ranks,
Mr. Chairman, will be a constructive and valuable

addition to the International Whaling Commission.
Thank you.

Chairman

Thank you. A representative from Sweden.
Sweden

Thank vyou. Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen.

It is with great interest and great expectations that
Sweden now, for the first time since 1964, looks for-
ward to participating in the meeting of the Inter-
national Whaling Commission as a member. The

marine mammals, and especially the whales, have
always been, and are still in many ways, subject to
the imaginations of man. This is also true in

Sweden although we have relatively few marine mammals
along our coasts.

Today, the problems and questions in relation to the
management, conservation and future of these animals

are causing increasing concern both politically and
in the general public opinion.

Mr. Chairman, let me shortly explain the basic Swedish
policy and approach towards these problems. In our
view, the marine mammals, including the whales, should
be regarded and treated as part of our common global
natural and genetic resources. In line with this

it must be the responsibility of each country to act
both nationally and jointly with other countries to
manade and prctect these resources. It is not
acceptable that a few countries exploit these re-

sources in a way that may lead to their extinction.
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Concerning the international work we very much
appreciate the important work done so far in this

organisation as well as others like UNEP and IUCN.

The decisions taken by the WhalingCommission through-
out the vears to successively limit the catches of ‘
species in danger and to totallv prohibit the hunting
of others as well as the new management system are
certainly steps in the right direction. Much remains
however to be done before we can safely state to the
public that all species are out of darger and managed
in a scientifically proper way. It is our firm
belief that time is now right to take further sSteps

in this direction and we hope that it will prove

feasikle to take some of these already during this

session of the Commission.

In our view catching can be accepted and a proper
quota set only if a reliable data base is available
for the decision. Such a data base can only be
developed from the results of generally accepted
scientific investigations.

Looking back in the past we have too many bad examples
of what can happen to different species if catches

are not based upon an extensive scientific knowledge
of the species in question.

If our study of the documentation available has led
us to the conclusion that the scientific base shows
such gaps in our knowledge that we doubt if we can
safely state that a certain quota will not be a
threat against a specified species. This is one of

the main reasons why Sweden strongly favours a

moratorium on all whaling. Sweden voted for a ten-—

year moratorium already at the June conference on the



Environment in Stockholm in 1972. We feel that a
development since then has shown that the moratorium
is an even more urgent issue today. The length of
such a moratorium can always be discussed but we feel
that a ten year period would give at least some of
the whale species time toc recover.

During this time period efforts should also be
pursued to develop the scientific data base. After
the moratorium we would be prepared to discuss an

opening of whaling again based upon the scientific
results achieved.

Although Sweden strongly favours a total moratorium

on all whaling, we have an understanding for the
traditional and aboriginal rights of certain ethnic
groups to catch whales off the coast. We think that
it should be possible to find a formula with a decision

for a moratorium which takes care of this question.

Mr. Chairman, with this short statement I have tried
to outline the Swedish position concerning whales.

I should finally like to repeat that we are glad to
be back as a member of this important Commission and
we look forward to work constructively together with
you all during the coming week and in the Ffuture.
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman

Thank you very much. I now give the floor for the
next fifteen minutes to the three representatives
from the non-Governmental Organisations and I don't
know who are going to speak on behalf of them so I
just ask you to introduce yourself for us when you

come up. - I think you should use this microphone
over here.
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NGO Speaker No. 1.

Mr. Chairman, Commissioners, ladies and gentlemen,
fellow observers, thank you for this opportunity to
speak. I make this joint statement on behalf of
the Marine Action Centre, the Centre for Action on
Endangered Species, the Friends of the Earth, the
Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to
Animals, Greenpeace, the American Cetacean Society,

- the Animal Welfare Institute, the American Society
for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animalsu the Fund
for Animals, the Defenders of Wildlife and the
Whale Centers International.

Conservation and animal welfare groups throughout

the world call upon the International Whaling Commis~-
sion to halt commercial whaling. Millions of

people support this position. Whaling quotas and
policies are admittedly set on the basis of inade-
quate data, using models of limited scientific

merit in a forum dominated by politics. The extreme
cruelty of whaling is documented this year by the Sci-
entific and Technical Committee Report. Such brutality
should not be tolerated by the human community. We
deplore the dishonest practice of pirate whaling and
condemn those nations which support such activities.
We demand that the IWC stop trade and assistance to
non-member whaling vessels and countries. Whatever
one may think of whales, however they are appreciated
or viewed, it is clear that current whaling policies
are based on inadequate science and short-sighted

policies. With one voice we call for a moratorium.
Thank you.

NGO Speaker No. 2.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for this opportunity which
I have the great honour to introduce a very great




artist from the United States, John Denver. John
Denver is here, he just arrived from Washington where
he is serving on a presidential commission on world and
domestic hunger, he is on his way to Rome to the World
Conference on Regrarian Reform and Rural Development.
He is cutting a Christmas Album with the Muppets right
at this moment and for those of you who haven't heard
him I should tell you that he has sold a hundred mil-
lion records all over the world and has appeared in
films, televisiqﬁ and on the stage in most of the
world. He i1s known as a conservationist and environ-
mentalist and one who has a deep commitment towards
preserving and improving the quality of life for

all the life on the planet, so today he is here for
the whales, the symbol of all wild creatures with

whom we share the planet and for whom we must take
responsibility. 'And now, John will, I believe,

move you in a way that just plain words can't do.

John Denver
Thank you. Mr . Chairman, Commissioners, delegates,
ladies and gentlemen I consider it a privilege
to be here with you today and to have the opportunity
of addressing you. I come not as an expert with
facts and figures, I come simply as a human being who
has a very strong feeling of celebration for the life
onrthis planet, the life that you and I share, the
life shared by all creatures who live and breathe.
I have heard the songs of the great whales, I have
swum with them in the water, close enough to touch
a mother humpback whale and her newborn baby and a
nurse whale who was close by. It is out of that
personal experience that I offer to you the best
that I have to offer, which is in the songs that I
have written. This is called "I Want to Live".

(Here John Denver sings ~ copy of words attached)

Applause
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Tn Bbnor of the Opening Semsion of the IRC 'Tu{u\ ¥ '
John Denver's new song?l Want T Live® .'

There mre children raised im sorrow on a scorched and I
barren plain
There are children raised beneath a golden sun

There are childrem of the water

children off the sand

They oxy out-through: the universe theix

woicea rzised as one

(Chorus)

I want ¢ live-I want to gram

I want. to see.-T want to know

I want to giwe what I can giwe

I want to be-I want to Live

HEeve you gazed out on the mcea.ﬁ seer. the breaching:
of’ 2 whales

Have you watched the dolphims frolick in the firam
Have you heard the song the Hombbeck hears 500 miles
away;

tedlling tales of ancient history of pasmsages andi home
{(chorus):

for the workers and the warrior

the lover and the liarx

for the native and the wanderer in kindg ' g

for the maker and the user and the mother and her son

I am looking for my family and all off you are mine

We are standing all together face to face and arm in arm
We are standing on t_he threshold of a dream

Fo ¥ordhunger no more killing no more waZsting life
away '

It is simply an idea and T know ité' thme has come
(chorus)
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Again I appreciate more than I can tell you the
opportunity of being with you today, and working
with you in this regard. I have a package, Mr.
Chairman, that I would like to give to you which
includes petitions from over half a million people

in the United States, people from all walks of life,
from young children to grandparents, and represents
other names by people that range in the millions,
from 45 countries around the world who request very
strongly your looking at this with the commitment
and responsibility that I know you have and that

‘we stop the commercial slaughter of the great whales.
Thank you again ladies and gentlemen, very, very much.

NGO Speaker No. 2
Ladies and gentlemen, we understood there would be
a film of outlaw whaling which recently appeared on
Thames Television, that is a small part of it.
Unfortunately, I am just informed that that will not
be seen at this time but I do believe Commissioners
will have the opportunity to see it tomorrow and I
urge each and every one of you to de that. There
may be someone here from the Environmental Community
that I should be calling on, and if someone would
care to come forward I would invite him to use this
last few minutes that we do have - if not, I will
just add a few words.

This year, is the year of the moratorium - the year
in which the whales have an opportunity at last for
a rest from the terrible long-drawn out massacre
that has been going on. Not just from early whaling,
but from the 1930s on we have decimated the whales
in a way that should make all of us..as human beings
feel very much ashame and we have done it by cruel
methods that cause terrible pain and terrible fear
to these creatures whose brains are far, far larger
than ours, who have far more nerve—~endings than we
have. They certainly suffer hideously and they
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suffer for a long time afterwards because they have
lost their loved ones, the survivors. Let's now
move to let them all survive that are left and re-
populate if they can, and let us do all the things
that technically can be done to stop those individuals
who outside even the regulations of this body are
horribly killing, profiteering, dishonestly passing
the products from one nation to another, so that

the good reputation of IWC nations here is being
sullied in a way from which it cannot recover unless
this year the Commissioners act to eliminate all the

cruelty and dishonesty and the killing of the whales.
Thank you very much.

Chairman

Well this concludes the opening ceremony of this
meeting and before we proceed any further may I ask
the television people to turn out the lights and

turn off the cameras and the recorders if anybody is

using a recorder. The press is allowed at the

pPlenary meetings as you know but without any recording

equipment or filming equipment. Thank vou.

The next on our agenda is the adoption of it and I Adoption
. . . . . of Agenda
invite Commissioners to comment on the agenda if they _ v

$O desire but if there are no comments can I take it
that the agenda is adoptegd? Are there any comments
on the agenda? To keep the formalities can I have
somebody to propose that the agenda be adopted?

Canada. A seconder? USA. Thank you. The agenda
is then adopted.

I would then call upon the Secretary to describe to Arrangements
us the arrangements for the meeting. Dr. Gambell. for Meeting
Gambell

Thank you Mr. Chairman. You will appreciate already
that we are having some problem identifying who is
speaking around this very large table. Could I ask



if you wish to attract the Chairman's eye to speak,
you wave your name card and also that you hold your
hand up until the recording engineer has identified
which microphone you are using. This will make it,
I hope, rather easier for everyone to hear what you
wish to say. The arrangements for the meeting will
be verv much as in previous years. You have already
found where the pigeon-holes are, where 2ll documen-
tation and any messages will be pbsted as soon as
material arrives, so that if you are looking for
messages please go to the pigeon—hole because that's
where everything will be.

The Secretariat is available for your help wherever
we are able to help but we have a great pressure of
work to get through resulting from three weeks of
meeting in Cambridge and so we would ask that you
would limit your requirements in these first few
days particularly, while we catch up with.the
back-log. But if you will consult with the lady
sitting at the reception desk immediately outside
the entrance to this room she will ensure that what-
ever you require is done to the best of our ability.

There will be morning kreaks at convenient times
during the week and also a tea break in the after-
noon. You have already heard from the Minister of
State that he is inviting you to a reception at
Lancaster House this evening. The formal invitations

for that reception will be put in the pigeon~holes
during the day.

We have received formal notification, I say we - the
Secretariat - has received formal notification of
the adherence of a number of Gcvernments to the Con-
vention. We understand that other Government's

notifications are in the pipeline but we have had
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great troubles with communication throughout the world. §
We have therefore seated all the Governments we think

are members of the Commission. If somebody is sitting

down who shouldn't be, or the other way round, my

apologies but this is basically a communication failure

and I think that the Commission now has 23 members.

Those are all the things I need to say at this moment,
Mr. Chairman, thank you.

Chairman

Thank you. Well we are now down to point five on Appointment
our agenda - Appointment of Committees and the usual of Committees
practice is that the Chairman polls the member in

order to establish the Technical Committee and the

practice also is that the Chairman nominates people

to serve on the Finance and Administration Committee

and if we start on that one I propose that the same

people, or the same countries serve on the Finance

and Administration Committee as last time. They did
such a wonderful job and may I ask the US to convene
that meeting when they decide to do that. Thank you.

The names of these countries that will serve on the Finance and

Finance and Administration Committee then are the uga, “9Winistration

' Committee
the USSR, Japan, Australia, and the United Kingdom.
Thank you.
I then ask the Secretary to poll the members for the
Technical Committee.

Secretary
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I will list the names of Technical
the Governments that we believe are members of the Comnittee
Commission. This is to ask you if you wish to serve
on the Technical Committee. The Technical Committee

is very largely a working group of the whole Commis-
sion but Governments are asked to nominate themselves

onto that Committee otherwise we don't know how many



votes will be cast in Technical Committee Meetings.
So may I ask you please to indicate as I call out
your country's name whether you wish to serve on
the Technical Committee at this meeting.

Argentina, yes. Australia, ves. Brazil, no.

Chile, yes. Canada, sorry, yes - my alphabet’'s gone.
Denmark, yes. France, vyes. Iceland, yes. Japan, yes.
Korea, ves. Mexico, yes. Netherlands, yes. New
Zealand, yes. Norway, yes. Panama, vyes. Peru, ves.
Seychelles, yes. South Africa, yes. Spain, yes.
Sweden, yes. USSR, yes. UK, vyes. USA, yes.

Is Brazil happy with that.

Chairman

So apparently Brazil is the only country that does
not wish to serve on the Technical Committee. Do
you want to change your mind.

Brazil

Thank you very much Mr. Chairman. I thought that
you were trying to select a very small group. Since

it is not so we will very gladly join. Thank you.

Chairman

So everybody is serving on the Technical Committee.
Before we go any further I think it is important that
the Technical Committee starts working as soon as
possible but I understand that there is a rather
limited material at hand for the time being and also
do I understand that the Scientific Committee hasn't
completely finished its work, but I would like to call
on the Chairman of the Scientific Committee to tell

us exactly the position and what they have been doing

in the past three weeks or so in Cambridge. Dr. Allen.




Dr.

Allen

Thank you Mr. Chairman. The Scientific Committee
has been meeting for the past two weeks in Cambridge.
Although we do not have a complete report for you I
am happy to be able to tell you that for the first
time for several years we have managed to complete
our report on the assessment on the varioué stocks
on which we have to make recommendations regarding
catch limits and classifications. There is only
one stock which we have not looked at yet, that is
the fin whales in Area VI in the Southern Hemisphere
but I do not think that will seriously impede the
Commission's work. We have done a great many of
the other things we have to do - unfortunately, we
have not been able to complete our work on two
matters which are, I believe, of considerable and
immediate importance to the Commigsion —'that is
the question of a moratorium and the question of
sanctuaries. I would appreciate it Mr. Chairman
if you would allow the Scientific Committee to

meet as soon as possible so that we may have some-
thing for you as gquickly as we can. I quite
appreciate that until this has been done we will

be rather impeding the progress of your work.

I would like to draw your attention, Sir, to one

other point. That is that there are two matters
in our report which are really I believe of concern
to the Finance and Administration Committee. I

mention this because the normal practice has been to
refer our report entirely to the Technical Committee
and this may lead to a delay in putting these matters
before the Finance and Administration Committee.

The matters to which I refer are those dealing with
the computer system which we believe that the
Commission needs if the Scientific Committee is to




do its work adequately and that dealing with financial
support for the international marking scheme. These
two matters are referred to in our report, Mr. Chair-
man - the matter of the computer system you will f£ind
in Section 16.1 of our report on paée 32, which I
believe you already have; and the question of the
Commission's contribution to whale marking you will

find in item 5.8.2 on page 5 of our report.

I suggest Sir that the other matters in our report
be referred to Technical Committee at whatever time
is convenient Sir. Thank you.

Chairman

Thank you Dr. Allen. . The Technical Committee will
deal with items from 6 - we will follow the practice
now to use the same agenda for the Technical Committee
as we are using here in Plenary. There will be no
separate agenda for the Technical Committee and this
is for our convenience and the agenda has been set

up in such a way that all the items from 6 to 23, is
it, inclusive will be dealt with by the Technical
Committee and I hereby allocate that to you Mr. Chair-
man of the Technical Committee. The question is

how we go from here. The next item on the sagenda

is number 6, "worldwide ban on whaling" and this

would be the first item on the Technical Committee's
agenda and of course this is an item that I think we
obviously have to deal with in the very beginning of
our meeting, but we have heard the Chairman of the
Scientific Committee explain that the scientists have
not yet reported on this item and neither have they
reported on the sanctuary's proposal which is also

an item that we should deal with in the very
beginning. So I think we will have to give the
Scientific Committee a chance to meet as soon as




possible as they have asked for and I suggest that
after the coffee break we have we will adjourn the
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Plenary before the coffee break and I suggest that
the Scientific Committee starts immediately after
coffee and I also suggest that the Finance and Ad-
ministration Committee'starts working after coffee
if that's possible and as for the Technical Committee,
there apparently is some parts that they can deal
with at this stage so I propose that the Technical
Committee convenes, shall we say at 4 o'clock in
the hope that we will then have some material, some
reports, that could enable us to deal with some of
the items on the Technical Committee's agenda.

I also hope that the Scientific Committee will have
done a considerable job by then.

As to the next plenary meeting, I don't think we
should have a plenary meeting today; we should allow
é the Committees to start working and I think this is

? about all we can do today. Tomorrow morning I would
| expect the Technical Committee to meet and I hope

that they can deal with the moratorium and

sanctuaries tomorrow morning and I would like to ask
you Mr. Mercer to report to the plenary as soon as
you have dealt with these two items because I

think that we will have to deal with them in plenary
before you proceed any further in the Technical

Committee. So hopefully we can re-convene the plenary

e O e L

tomorrow, sometime tomorrow, I don't know exactly when,
in the morning or immediately after lunch - I don't
know how long it takes of course to deal with those
matters in the Technical Committee. Is this plan
acceptable, or are there any suggestions? It seems
to be acceptable so the Secretary will tell you where
to meet in the different Committees. Japan.



Japan

Chair

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Before we break up this
plenary session I would like to touch upon the
programme of proceding of our meetings. Our dele-
gation is very pleased to find out that the Secretariat
in corroboration with the British Government is taking
necessary precautional measures to prevent a recurrence
of a very deplorable incident which happened in last
vear's meeting - an incident quite unprecedented in
this sort of intergovernmental meetings. My delegation
firmly believes that the conference of this nature
should never be dominated by emotions. In any event
any form of violence should never disturb our dig-
cussions. We hope that the Conference will come out
with fruitful results only through fair and rational
discussions. I believe that the Secretariat along
with the British Government, Host government could

take all possible measures to ensure that. Thank
you very much.

man

Thank you. Well I am sure we all share your concern
and hopes that we will have smooth running meeting
without any disturbance and I am sure that the
Secretariat and the host Government is doing everything

they can in order to provide the necessary security.
You were saying.

Anonymous

Just a question of procedure Mr. Chairman -~ what rooms

will the various Committees be meeting in this morning?

Chairman

We are just coming to that. I'11 give the floor to
the Secretary.




Secretary

Thank you Mr. Chairman. Immediately after coffee
then the Finance and Administration Committee will
meet in the Tudor Suite which is one floor down and
immediately opposite the 1lift - I think. And the
Scientific Committee is meeting, there is a room
set up, I think it is called the Marquis Suite

but I have forgotten which floor it's on. It's
one floor down as well, so the meetings immediately
after coffee will be Scientific Committee in the
large room which is opposite the 1ift and slightly
to the right, the Marquis Room and the Tudor Suite
for the Finance and Administration.

Chairman

Thank you. And at 4 o'clock we will have the
Technical Committee to meet. So that's all we

can do this morning and I hereby adjourn the plenary
until a date we will decide at a later stage.
Thank you.

END OF FIRST PLENARY SESSION
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Chairman

Mr .

I now call to order the Second session of the plenary
of the thirty-first Annual Meeting of the International
Whaling Commission. It's my intention at this

session to deal with one agenda item only - agenda

item 6, "world-wide ban on whaling" and "moratorium

on all commercial whaling”.

We have had in the Technical Committee a lengthy
discussion that took all this morning on these very
important items and however important they are I
wish that Commissioners can be as confined in their
statements they will wish to make in the plenary and
not to repeat everything that was said in the Tech-
nical Committee. I am sure that it is £fresh in the
minds of everybody and it therefore wouldn't seem

to be necessary to repeat everything that was said
in the Technical Committee. This would apparently
take us the rest of the day if we are going to do
that, but now I call upon the Chairman of the Tech-

nical Committee to present his report. Mr. Mercer.

Mercer
Thank you Mr. Chairman. We are reporting from the
Technical Committee concerning agenda item 6. We
considered two proposals, each in two parts. The
first proposal is that contained on document IWC/31/20,
and related to it the document number IWC/31/21 which
is a resolution. The Technical Committee voted on
the two elements together and passed these by a vote
of 11 to 6 with 6 abstentions. Is it necessary for
me to repeat the wording contained in the proposed
Schedule amendment or to read the resolution.

Chairman

I don't think it is necessary and unless I hear any

objections I think that we could suffice in just having

you refer to the papers. I think everybody has them

World-wide
ban and

moratorium
proposals



in front of them and it is fresh in our minds as I

said before what happened this morning. So 1if you
have nothing further to add I will open the floor for
discussion on this recommendation of the Technical
Committee on the understanding that there is a
‘seconder. Is there a seconder to the - or probably

I should ask for a formal motion that the recommendation
of the Technical Committee be adopted by the plenary’

and have it suggested and seconded. ¥ou were saying.

USA
My Government so moves My. Chairman.
Chairman
Thank you. Seconder? Sweden.
The floor is then open to discuss the Technical
Committee's recommendation. Denmark.
Denmark
Thank you Mr. Chairman. I would like to explain in

a little more detail why Denmark did abstain even
though we are not a commercial whaling country.
Denmark does share, by and large, the concerns
expressed by the United States as background for a
moratorium proposal, especially those mentioned
under point C on page 10 in the US paper. We
should certainly act in the way which is best for
the whales, but in light of the discussion in the
Technical Committee we do feel that it is at
present best for the whales if the moratorium is
not carried. I would like to explain our reasons
for this conclusion.

We think that the real choice for the Commission is
between what will happen in practice if the proposal
is carried and what will happen in practice if the




"When I say quotas effectively in practice I refer

proposal is defeated.

After having consulted our delegations quite thoroughly :
we think that it is more likely than not that whaling
nations will object to the moratorium thereby being

bound neither by the moratorium nor by quotas set ﬁ

by the Commission because the Commission obviously
cannot set guota if the moratorium is carried. We
held this opinion, even we know, as well, the United
States Pelly Amendment, as the new United States i
legislation denying fishing rights within the US
fishing zone for nations who do not comply with
international conservation agreements. On this
background we think that a total moratorium will
become a piece of paper, not respected in practice,
a paper moratorium. If we want restrictions in
whaling which are effective in practice and this

is certainly what Denmark wants, we should there-
fore not support a proposal but set quotas including
Zero quotas, in accordance with previous vears
restrictive practice, according to which there is

no danger of extinction for those stocks which are
allowed to be exploited.

to two facts. First in the recent years whaling
countries have reluctantly accepted decreasing quotas ¥
and zero quotas. Only once has an objection been i
filed during the last six years. Secondly, speaking |
about effective in practice. If you go through the i
Infraction Committee's report for the last years f
you will see that whalers from member countries have

committed only very small infractions. This is the

background Mr. Chairman why Denmark considers it at

present to be best for the whales by not supporting

the moratorium.  Thank you Mr. Chairman. -



Chairman

Thank you Mr. Lemche. South Africa.

South Africa
Mr. Chairman. I'll abide with your request as far
as possible about not mentioning matters which should
be touched upon but I am afraid that the - if - I will
keep the repetition to the minimum but if there is
such repetition it will be necessary to mention these
things as they affect my position. We agree with
the shortcomings which Mr. Frank has ably identified
in his statement but we also realise that at the
present time there are some rather sincere attempts
being made to rectify these shortcomings and in par-
ticular my own country has goﬁe to great lengths to
ensure that the pirate whaling operation which was
associated with us is not functioning as smoothly as
been in the past and we are also impressed by the
stand which has been taken by the Japanese and also
by the fact that at this meeting we have welcomed
a number of members, new whaling member nations.
We realise that there are severe problems with the
New Management Procedure but I would like to remind
you, Mr. Chairman, that these problems are being
tackled by a very prominent group of scientists and
the Working Group of our Technical Committee has
itself commended these scientists on their efforts
and in fact endorsed the approaches which they are
taking. So we feel that the management procedures

are.in the process of being reviewed by very competent
people.

We deplore the failure of nations to provide adequate
data for scientific assessments and we are also
extremely concerned about the lack of funding by
member nations of the IWC. But I think you will
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recall, Mr. Chairman, that at the Special Meeting
which we held in Tokyo we took a very strong and a
very active stand on this matter and we'll be
watching very carefully how nations vote with regard
to the budget which we should be discussing later on
during this session, but I think this will give us
some indication as to whether there has been a

chénge in heart and a change in attitude.

Mr. Chairman, there are two particular aspects about
the United States proposal which concern us. Firstly,
we note the observation by the Scientific Committee
that the proposal does not deal with the aboriginal/
subsistence whaling and we notice that most scientists
in the Committee ~ I believe there's only one dissenting
voice - feel that certain of the stocks which are not
‘covered by this proposal are in a position of greatest
risk and so we cannot reconcile this situation with

a genuine desire to improve the status of the whale
stocks. And, secondly, the second particular point

I wish to address is that we do get the impression

from the Scientific Committee's report - although

there is a lot of dissention and controversy within

the report - that not all the whale stocks are in

fact in the same bad state, and in particular the
minke whales I notice from tables which the scientists
have produced - and I think they have some confidence in
these tables -~ the minke whales have more than doubled
since 1930. And, Mr. Chairman, we are very, very
interested and in fact enthusiastic about the Australian
proposal which, in effect, amounts to conducting a
study of the social and the economic ramifications

of the effect of a ban or moratorium on whaling

nations and we feel that this is something which should

be encouraged and this is something which will be a
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source of very, very valuable information and will
enable us to make a rational decision.

So taking all the above arguments into account, Mr.
Chairman, my delegation in fact will reserve its
decision on the US proposal, but we will be watching
very closely the developments in the immediate

future and the way in which the severe short-comings
which have been mentioned by Mr. Frank - the way in
which attempts are being made to rectify these funda-
mental problems in the Commission is going to shape
our attitude in the future. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman
Thank you. Norway, then USA.

Norway
Mr. Chairman. As we all know the question of a total
moratorium was first taken up in 1972. The Commis-

sion was under considerable pPressure at the time but
the Scientific Committee courageocusly came out with

& unanimous recommendation that there was no scien—
tific basis for a blanket moratorium. As in the
years past it has been the practice of the Commission
to treat the guestion of this nature on a stock-by~-
stock and area-by-area basis and I think we may all
agree that this'procedure has brought a major improve-
ment and several de facto moratoria. My delegation
agrees that a discussion on moratoria along these
lines would be necessary, and indeed constructive.

We find it difficult to go along with a general and
undifferentiated moratorium on all commercial whaling.
That is a special case as regards the North Atlantic
region where whaling has been taking place for at
least half a century under strict regulation and

control by the Governments concerned. The 'effort
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and the quotas have been stable over a number of years
and no deterioration of the stock has been observed.
Indeed the whale harvest has proved so abundant this
year that the Norwegian quota was taken in about a
month's time. It should be noted that in the report
from the Scientific Committee on this point, c¢ontains
no recommendation to the effect that changes should

be made in the present regime and my delegation fails
to see why an indiscriminate moratorium will be applied
to this.area unless new scientific facts have been

submitted which would make such drastic measures

necessary. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman
Thank vyou. Any more speakers? Panama.
Panama
- Mr. Chairman. I would like to propose an amendment
% to the American proposal. Considering that we have

now more than a quarter of the countries that are
Spanish speaking countries T would like to explain
my proposal in Spanish first and then translate it.

RS

Chairman
I'm sorry, English is the official language of the

Commission and if delegations don't understand that
language they will have to bring their own inter-

pretors with them, so you will have to proceed in
English, please.

Panama

Very well, Mr. Chairman, I will do it then in English.
My proposal is to divide the American proposal in two
parts. One part would be on the moratorium for
commercial whaling which includes the use of factory
ships and the other part would be a moratorium

of all the rest of commercial whaling. The reasoning
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between this division is that the use of factory

ships is much more dangerous than a coastal station.

Factory ships can go anywhere in the ocean and hunt
any population of whales. Histbrically, the over-
exploitation of whale population has been the re-
sponéibility of factory ship much more than coastal
station. Also, our knowledge of whale population
that move alongside the coast is better than our

knowledge of whale population that stay in the ocean
completely, far out in the ocean. Also, the control
of operation with factory ship is more difficult than
control over land whaling station.

I would like to answer an objection that will be
certainly made by somebody, that there is a paragraph
in the Commission's Schedule that says that the
Commission will not put limits to the number of
factory ships used. My proposal does not put any
limits to the number of factory ships but to the

use of factory ships. Also I would like to point
that there has been many case of prohibition of use
of factory ship, or several case of prohibition of
the use of factory ship, in the past history of the
Commission. Therefore, to make things perfectly
clear, I do not change anything to the American
proposal, I am simply calling for a vote in two parts.
All the countries that have voted "yves" to the Ameri-
can proposal only have to vote "yes" to both parts

and that will be the same proposal. Thank you, Mr.
Chairman.

Chairman
Thank vyou. Well, I have a slight problem here.
Although you said that what you did was to split the
Technical Committee's recommendation in two parts, and
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that your proposal to vote first on prohibition of
the use of factory ships doesn't constitute any
change in the proposal we are dealing with, I see
this as a fundamentall§ different approach to the
problem and I can - in my opinion this is an

approach that is cbntrary to rule G in our order

of business which provides for a 60 days advance
notice of any proposals to be discussed for a change
of the Schedule. I remind you that the prohibition
of use of factory ships has not been considered by
the Scientific Committee; it was not discussed at
all in the Technical Committee and there might be
many delegations around this table who don't know the
exact effects of splitting these proposals so, in

two parts; and I for one haven't had sufficient time
to think about it or time to get proper instructions
as to how to act to such division of this proposal.
So I have to rule Panama that your amendment proposal
is out of order and that we only have got one proposal
on the floor, namely the proposal recommended by the

Technical Committee. The Netherlands.
Netherlands
Thank you Mr. Chairman. I have some doubts about

your reference Rule G of the Rules of Procedure since

I think that the subject matter, bringing a moratorium,
has been included in the provisional order of business.
I don't think that the proposal which was just made

by Panama would need notification for 60 days in

advance. I think that we can indeed put it to the
vote here. Thank you.

Chairman

Well I think I explained my reasons and of course my
ruling can be challenged by any Commissioner around
this table, but if I don't get that challenge we will
proceed on the basis that we only have one proposal

in front of us. The floor is open to discuss the



proposal or - the United Kingdom.

United Kingdom

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I share the same doubts
as the Netherlands Commissioner and one way to proceed
may be to vote as we did before on the Chairman's

ruling. Thank vyou.

Chairman

I take it that the United Kingdom Commissioner has
éhallenged my ruling that the amendment proposal
proposed by Panama was out of order and according to
the Rules of Procedure the Chairman's ruling can be
over-ruled by a simple majority of the Commissioners
voting and I will ask the Secretary to call the roll.
Japan.

I think I ought to point out, I think that Mr.
Chairman has outlined a very valid point but I would
like to stress that the guestion on moratorium is a
judgement as to whether the taking of whales can be
permitted or cannot be permitted. This is the
guestion at issue and whether, what to use, is not the
issue as proposed in the original United States pro-
posals or its Australian proposal, so that this does
not to suggest amendment to the Technical Committee's
proposals. I really think that all the delegations
take seriously into considerations what Chairman and

myself express. Thank you.

Chairman

Thank you. Before the Secretary calls the roll I
would like to have the Secretary's explanation as to
whether the Commission has got any legal advice on

a situation like this. Dr. Gambell.




Secretary
Mr. Chairman, in 1968 the Commission was faced with
similar problem of the extent to which the subject
matter of an amendment to the Schedule should be
defined and the ruling, the opinion, offered then by
the legal advisers to the Commission at that time
which wés the adviser to the Ministry of Agriculture,
Fisheries and Food of the United Kingdom, in response
to the question "With what degree of precision is it
necessary to define the subject matter of the amend-
ment?" the answer given was "It is thought that the

best practice is to steer a course which is mid-way
between a bald reference to the subject matter with
no indication of the direction of the amendment on

% the one hand, and on the other hand a reproduction

! of the actual wording of the actual amendment. The
criterion should be that Commissioners can give
thoughtful consideration to the principle of the
amendment before the meeting - the degree to which
the amendment should be particularised depends very
largely on the subject matter. It is thought that
the purpose of the amendment should be indicated
briefly so that Commissioners{can have the direction,]

could have directed their minds to the point at issue.

Chairman
Thank you. Well, I take this as support to my

ruling but it is up to you to agree or disagree and
I will ask the Secretary to call the roll.

ST U T A, € MY 1P

Secretary
Mr. Chairman, the vote requiring simple majority on
a point of order, a challenge to the ruling of the

chair, your ruling that the Panama amendment is out

T N R CONVEICI

of order. If you vote "yes" you vote in favour of

i N ST

the Chairman's ruling, "no" you are voting against
the Chairman's ruling. The vote starts at Denmark.




[Denmark] vyes. France, yes. Iceland, ves. Japan, ves.
Korea, vyes. Mexico, yes. Netherlands, no. New
Zealand, no. Norway, yes. Panama, no. Peru, vyes.

Seychelles, abstain. South Africa, yes. Spain, yes.
Sweden, no. USSR, vyes. UK, no. USA, no. Argentina,

no. Australia, no. Brazil, abstain. Canada, vyes.
Chile, no.

Mr. Chairman there were 12 votes in favour and nine

votes against, so your ruling is upheld.

Chairman
Thank you. We will then continue our discussion on
the proposal we have in front of us and the floor is
open. If nobody wants to séeak on this proposal I
take it that we can take it to voting. Canada.
Canada

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, I would like to provide some
comment to my fellow Commissioners regarding the
position which Canada has adopted on the moratorium
question. As I am sure you are aware Canada suppor ted
the resolution which was adopted at the 1972 Stockholm
Conference and which called for a 10-year moratorium
on commercial whaling. Later that year Canada closed,
by Government order, its own commercial whaling in-
dustry. This was done for conservation reasons.

At the 1973 Annual Meeting of the Commission Canada
supported the 10-year moratorium proposal as a
generalisation but pointed out that it would not
necessarily vote for a zero harvest for all species

in all areas. In this regard Canada referred to
consideration of the livelihood of local citizens
harvesting whales at levels consistent with scien-
tific advice. In 1973 the Commission's Scientific
Committee indicated that there was no scientific basis




for a blanket moratorium and such a course was not
adopted by the Commission. In 1974 Canada supported
the amendment which proposéd the New Management Pro-
cedure which we have been working under during the
last few vyears. Since that time we have supported
stock classifications and quotas on commercial whaling
consistent with the advice from the Scientific Commit-
tee. You will note that in the Technical Committee
Canada abstained on the new moratorium proposal brought
forward this year. In this regard I note the advice
of the Scientific Committee which did not recommend
that there was a firm scientific basis for a blanket
moratorium. In such a case we need to consider the
needs and rights of coastal states to exploit marine
mammal resources in their zones subject to sound con-
servation requirements. We did not oppose the
moratorium proposal since we are very concerned that
the significant arguments which have been raised in
support of the moratorium prcposal must be effectively
addressed by this Commission. A moratorium on
whaling by IWC members will not stop whaling by non-~
members, particularly by operations which fly flags

of convenience to harvest even endangered species of
whale. This problem requires strong action by
Commission members, particularly, in removing the
market for the products of such operations. Canada
for its part announced at the December 1978 meeting

of the Commission an amendment to our import regulations
to take action on this. We were very pleased with
the recent announcement by the Government of Japan,

a major consumer of whale products, of its recent ban
on imports from non-members.

While our New Management Procedure is a great improve-
ment over the earlier procedures we have realised that
improvements are needed to this regime. In the

meantime we should be prepared to take necessary interim



actions as we did at the December 1978 meeting in

protecting the Southern Hemisphere Division 5 sperm
whales.

The problem of submission of research data required
in the Schedule is the subject of item 20 of our
agenda. Canada supports prohibition of whaling by
operations failing to supply all data required.

Finally, there is the question of funding of the
Commission. I am pleased to report that Canada
will be supporting the necessarily large budget
increase to allow the provision of computer services
for our Scientific Committee.

Mr. Chairman, Canada will be watching very carefully
the progress which the Commission makes in these

areas over the next year, in addressing the problems

we are faced with. Thank you.
Chairman

Thank you. France.
France

I am sorry but I had the misunderstanding in my vote,
and it was the contract that I wanted, and to say "no"
instead of "yes".

Chairman

The Chair understands that France wanted to change

its vote on the Chairman's ruling from "yes"™ to "no".

France

Yes.

Chairman

Thank you. Mexico.
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Mexico
The same case for this delegation. I would like to
change the vote for "yes" - I mean "no".

Chairman
Well, this is a peculiar situation. I don't think

the Chair has to accept people changing their votes
so long after the vote has been taken but in any case

does it make any change. Japan and Panama did you
wish to speak on this point or what. Japan.

Japan

Mr. Chairman, I think you could over-rule the request

for the change of votes after they were cast, but I

like to point out a few things because it was pointed

out by Panama that the Japanese pelagic fleet is the

sole sort of destruction in the possible source of

the destruction of the resources but I like to point

out as South African delegate pointed out though its
pelagic fleet is hunting for its minke whale in the Antarctic,

and this 1is one of the best, and leaves ocean in the

best condition, and that we have international observers
on board and we also inviting scientists to come aboard
for international co-operations in research - in last
year we have scientists from a few countries, Australia,
United Kingdom I suppose, and United States and South
Africa, and we will continue to do so and we've been

the fore-runner in the provision of the scientific

data as well as analysis of the data and with respect

to pirate whaling we are fully prepared to discuss

these gquestions when it comes up, but it would be
in order if I make a statement here.

We have introduced legal steps to ban whales and
whale meats and other whale products from non-IWC

member countries and we have already introduced legal




ban years ago to ban export of whale equipment and
whale vessels to IWC countries.

Chairman
Excuse me Mr. Yonezawa, a point of order has been
raised.

Japan

Ah, sorry.

Chairman
I give the floor to the US delegation.

Uusa
Mr. Chairman, I do regret interrupting. However,
as I understand it we are now on to the debate on the
moratorium and have not yet resolved the issue of
whether or not votes can be changed. It is my view
that the votes can be changed and I would like to
express the reasons why I believe so before we go on

to the debate. I believe I should have that oppor -
tunity.

In sum I would challenge the Chair's view that a
vote cannot be changed. My reason for so stating
is practice before other international organisations.
Secondly, at the time the votes were changed we had
not gone on to another order of business. Thirdly,
I believe that in this instance the reasons that

the votes were changed, although I do not wish to
speak for the parties who changed their votes, was
that they did not know what a "ves" vote and a "no"
vote meant under these circumstances. There are
probably language barriers that cause that. That
is, they did not know that a "vyes" vote was against
the promosal and in favour of the Chair and that a
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"no" vote was to the contrary. Thank you.
Chairman
Thank you. It locks like we are going to have another

procedural voting because my ruling that delegations
cannot change their votes can of course be over-ruled
just as any other ruling of the chair and it has

now been challenged by the US delegation so the only
thing we can do 1s to take it to vote and I'll ask
the Secretary to explain what we will be voting on
and please explain so that everybody will understand
perfectly what we'll be voting on. The Netherlands.

Netherlands

May- I, before we take this issue to the vote, just i
point your attention to Rule E of the Rules of '{f
Debate which says that it may be moved "that parts 1

of a proposal or of an amendment shall be voted on

separately." I think that this is relevant in },
this case that you ,are aware of this provision. ;j:
Thank you.

Chairman
I don't think this is relevant in this case. This

was relevant in my ruling that Panama's proposal was

out of order and I explained that although this was

proposed as a separation of one proposal it contained

a very different approach and I don't want to go through
that again.

What we are debating now is that people
can change their votes after they have seen the results
of their voting and I moved that people could not do
so. It has been challenged by the US delegation and

of course it's up to the majority of the Commission
to decide what's the rule. Japan.
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Japan

Chair

Sir, I'm not quite sure. If a few delegations
changed "yes" votes to "no" votes certainly the
motion will be carried but those countries who
would like to have this motion carried, I make a
plea that should consider their positions very
carefully. By voting immediately on whether or
not pelagic whaling should be stopped or not you
are depriving the right of my country and the

right of the USSR for a fair treatment of the
matter because you are going to vote on it without
counselling from the Scientific Committee and
Technical Committee on the merits and demerits

of such proposals. You have more votes and you
can do whatever you can by what you vote. If that
is the objectives you like to achieve you can do so
through your votes, but if you are interested in
fair discussions and fair play I make a plea that
before the voting you consider your positions very
carefully. Thank you.

man

I don't think we should prolong this discussion at

all. We have my ruling that delegations cannot

change their votes after the result has been announced
and we have had the US delegation challenge that ruling.
I have been given a book here called “"Robert's Rules of
Order" - I would like to quote you from that book, a
sentence that goes as follows: "A member has the
right to change his vote when not made by ballot before
the decision of the question has been finally and con-
clusively pronounced by the Chair but not afterwards."
S0 I seem to be in agreement with Mr. Robert, whoever

he is and as before its up to you to agree or disagree,
Denmark.
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Denmark
Thank you Mr. Chairman. I would just like to ask
the United States if their challenge of your ruling
goes for this Commission in general or if it goes
for this particular situation. I think that in this
particular situation language difficulties may have

played a role. Thank you.

Chairman
Thank you. Well in our Rules of Procedure it says
that when a Chairman's ruling is challenged it should
be voted upon immediately. I think it is obvious
that we are voting on this particular ruling and that
want to change the future rulings of any Chairman,
they can always be challenged and people can decide
if they want to adhere by them or challenge them.

So I'm sorry I can't accept any more interventions

and I'll have the Secretarycall the roll. Panama
I'1l give you the last chance. Panama.
Panama

I think that I have a solution to all problem there.
I'1ll withdraw my amendment and I'll propose that the
division be made between commercial whaling which
involves the use of land station for one part and

for the other part, all other commercial whaling.

Chairman

I'm sorry Panama we cannot accept this. I would

have to rule exactly the same way and I can't see any
difference between this approach to what you proposed
previously, so I'1l1l ask the Secretary now to call the
roll on the ruling and the challenging of that ruling.



Secretary
Mr. Chairman, the vote requires a simple majority.
Your decision was that it is not proper to change a
vote after the end of the voting roll call. That
has been challenged, in this case. Let me repeat
the same words I used the first time. If you vote
"yes" you vote for the Chairman. If you vote "no"
you vote against the Chairman. The Chairman ruled
that it was out of order. The roll starts at France.
France,.no. Iceland, vyes. Japan, ves. Korea, yés.
Mexico, no. Netherlands, no. New Zealand, no.
Norway, vyes. Panama, no. Peru, ves. Seychelles,
no. South Africa, no. Spain, yes. Sweden, no.
USSR, yes. UK, abstain. USA, no. Argentina, no.
Australia, abstain. Brazil, abstain. Canada, yes.
Chile, no. Denmark, no.

Mr. Chairman there were eight votes in favour and
12 votes against. That means that your ruling is
over-ruled and it is possible to change votes after
the roll has been completed.

Chairman

Thank vyou. The result of this voting, unless some-
body wants to change it, please confirm votes right
away then, would be that the previous voting on my
ruling with regard to the Panamanian proposal fails
to, isn't that correct Mr. Secretary - the previous
ruling —-. These two changes that France and Mexico
wanted to make with regard to the previous ruling
mean that my previous ruling is over-ruled and
therefore the Panamanian amendment proposal is in
order and I'll then be looking for a seconder to that
proposal. Sweden. The floor is open for discussion.
We have two proposals on the floor, one from the

Technical Committee proposed by the USA, seconded by
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Sweden, that for a total moratorium and then we have
the amendment proposed by Panama for voting on it in

two parts really; voting first on the prohibition
of factory ships. Japan.

Japan

Mr. Chairman, in which case, I like to request a

postponement of the voting and the amendment should
be referred back to the Scientific Committee and
Technical Committee before it is proceding to vote,
because Panama raised a number of reasons for

his proposal which included technical part as well
as scientific part. I think we need counselling

from the Technical Committee and Scientific Committee.

Chairman

USSR

Thank you Japan. Does any delegation share Japan's

concern and wish that the matter be referred back to
the Technical Committee and Scientific Committee for

their consideration of the new approach proposed by
Panama. The USSR.

Mr. Chairman, we also guess that it is almost impos-
sible to consider this true proposition without con-
sulting from Technical Committee and Scientific
Committee. Thank you Mr. Chairman.

Chairman

USA

Thank you. Did the USA ask for the floor.

Thank you Mr. Chairman. I could see some benefit

to the Scientific Committee having an opportunity to

express its views on this differentiation in the

moratorium. I must say I see no benefit whatsoever



in the Technical Committee's doing so. The Technical
Committee is composed of essentially the same people
that are here in the plenary; the Technical Committee
has had an opportunity to consider the subject of the
moratorium fully; the Technical Committee will not

add anything new to this subject ~ I suppose the
Scientific Committee might. Returning this subject

to the Scientific Committee and the Technical Committee
I believe will delay substantially the work of the
Commission so that we will find ourselves here, if

not extra days, long in the evenings when we need

not be. In sum my Government would oppose any
attempt to return this subject to the Technical
Committee. If consideration by the Scientific

Committee could be done properly, that is if we
establish a time limit on Scientific Committee con-
sideration of perhaps one hour, I would not object
to having the Scientific Committee express its views
to the plenary on this subject. Thank you.

Chairman

Thank you Mr. Frank. Well, what I would like to
propose from the Chair with regard to how we go from
here is that we break shortly for lunch and adjourn
the plenary meeting. After lunch we will ask the
Scientific Committee to convene and consider this
matter. We will ask the Technical Committee to
meet at the same time and have the two meetings
simultaneously running and I am sure that the Tech-
nical Committee has enough on its agenda it could
deal with. I am thinking about items like, for
example, aboriginal whaling - that takes probably
some time and there are other items on the Technical
Committee's agenda that could be dealt with I think.
So that what I am about to propose is that we adjourn




in a few minutes for one and a half hours for lunch
and we'll ask the Technical Committee to convene at
2.30 and we'll also ask the Scientific Committee to

convene as soon as possible after they have had their

lunch to consider what they have been asked to con-

sider. Dr. Allen would you like to comment.
Dr. Allen
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The Scientific Committee

must of course do all that it can to help the

Commission and at your request Sir the Scientific
Committee will meet. I feel, however, that I
cannot refrain from pointing out to you Sir at this
stage that the Scientific Committee has already had
a great deal of discussion of the general guestions
which are involved in moratoria. As you are aware

it found questions on which it was impossible to

speak with a concerted voice - its discussions
were concerned with the general issues involved.
Those general issues will apply throughout the
whole of the question of managing whales and I
therefore, with all respect to the Commission, Sir,
cannot hold out much hope to you that you will

receive anything back from the Scientific Committee
which will be of any help to you in this matter.
However, Sir, I will convene the Scientific Committee
at a quarter to two Sir. Thank you.

Chairman
Thank you Dr. Allen. Well we, of course, appreciate

the work you have done already and we realise that
much of what you have done would be applicable in this

matter but we are asking for additional comments and

I hope that it won't take you too long to come up with
something. The USA.




UsSA

Mr. Chairman, I would like to change what I have just
said. In light of the view of the Chairman of the
Scientific Committee that no useful purpose truly
would be served by the Scientific Committee's

again considering the subject of the moratorium it

is the view of my delegation that we should proceed
in plenary and should not return this to either_the
Technical or the Scientific Committee. As it is

we have just heard the Chairman of the Scientific
Committee say that his Committee has discussed this
issue as much as it really can, there are no new
issues to bring forth and I can see nothing more than
a delaying tactic in having this subject returned to
the Scientific Committee or the Technical Committee.
Therefore I would urge other delegations to speak

up on this subject and once their views are known,

if their views are that we should proceed in

plenary, that we do so.

Chairman

Thank you. Japan

Japan
Well I do not understand the reaction of the United
States delegation. The United States should be
aware that in the Scientific Committee's report
there is no reference to pelagic whaling, and if
United States have, in proposing this, proposing
that we should proceed to directory voting that
if the United States sees no reason to support
for a ban on pelagic whaling then it may make
sense. But the question at stake is whether we
are to proceeding, and you are giving us thé due
process in arriving at the conclusion. Without

going through very detailed discussions on this
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subject why do we have to decide on this, this year.

Why do we have to decide on this when we know in

the Scientific Committee that we have unanimous
recommendations on the guota on minke whale;

when we know that when we discussed sanctuary programme,
all the delegations agreed that the area south of 45°
should be excluded. So I really hope that Panama
should be at least kind enough to withdraw its pro-

posal and come back next year with same proposal.

Chairman

Well gentlemen, ladies and gentlemen, my concern

right now is time. We have only got two and a half
£ days left to complete our work and still we haven't
: reached very far. I didn't see any time lost in

following my proposal in having the Technical
Committee and Scientific Committee meet simul-—
taneously after lunch, but if people have other views

please say so. Chile, then Panama.

Chile
Mr. Chairman, it is rather to support your proposal.
I think this much better. We will feel much more
confident if we have a meeting of the Scientific
Committee. We know that the Scientific Committee
has considered the implications of the Panamanian
proposal already at some time in the broader
discussions on the topic of the moratorium but we

would like the advice if possible on this specific
proposal. Thank you.

Chairman

Thank you. Panama.

Panama

We would like to approve that the matter be referred
to the Scientific Committee. Thank you.

s 4y
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Chairman

Thank you. In the light of what I have heard now
I think I'll stick to what I proposed and ask the
Scientific Committee to meet as soon as they can
after lunch and ask Mr. Mercer to convene the
Technical Committee at 2.30 in order to deal with
items that can be dealt with from their agenda and
I'l1l1 ask Dr. Allen to report, or let us know as

soon as he is ready. Dr. Allen did you want to say -
Dr. Allen
Yes. Mr. Chairman, I will convene the Scientific

Committee at a quarter to two, I think that will give
them just time for lunch. I would be very glad Sir
if you would give us a definite time, an instruction
with a definite time to report, rather than asking

us to report as soon as possible.

Chairman

Thank you Dr. Allen. I think it is good to give you
a deadline and I am thinking of a time like half-past

three. It is not very much but I hope it's enough.
Canada did you want to speak.

Canada

I was going to suggest that perhaps half-past two.
If the Scientific Committee should be able to
determine in very short order whether there is
going to, whether they are going to require such

a substantial length of time to give us an answer,
that it would require a meeting of some days, or
whether in fact there was not going to be any
significant scientific advice in which case we
should have that in very short order. If the
scientific advice were available when we did re-~

convene then we would be able to proceed with our
agenda in order.




Chairman
Dr. Allen do you think that you could do it as quickly

as suggested by the Vice-Chairman of the Commission

and report by 2.30.

Dr. Allen
Yes Sir. I'm sure we will have a report for you by
2.30 if that is your instruction. Thank you very
much sir.

Chairman

In which case we could reconvene the plenary at 2.30,
after we have had the lunch break, so this is then

what we will do. We'll adjourn now for lunch and

[Tape ended here]

SECOND PLENARY SESSION ADJOURNED FOR LUNCH




Chairman

Ladies and gentlemen, I reconvene the second session
of the plenary. First, I'd like to tell you that
because of the confusion about the procedure of
motions we had in the plenary this morning, a number
of Commissioners have asked me to announce that this
morning's discussions make no precedents to our
meetings and that future discussions will be governed
by the normal Rules of Procedure on debate angd,
furthermore, that the discussions we had on the
procedural problems should not be reflected in the

report from this meeting. Is everybody agreed to
this? Thank you.

Well, we will then start where we left on agenda item
6. You will remember that we had a proposal - a

US proposal for a moratorium - and we had Panama
propose an amendment to that proposal. Panama
didn't:put their amendment proposal into wording

but their proper wording has been worked out and it
has been distributed and I hope all the Commissioners
have the wording, have the piece of paper, have the
Panamanian amendment in their hands.

If that's so then I'11 open the floor for discussions.
We have two proposals on the floor - the US proposal
for a total moratorium and the Panamanian amendment

to split it into two in accordance with the wording

you have in front of you. The floor is open. .
Denmark.

Denmark
Thank you Mr. Chairman. I think it is perfectly all

right to split the two and let us deal separately
with them. I would like, if you can accept that




procedure, Mr. Chairman, to deal first with the
first part, the little i, and I would like to make
an amendment so that there in the third line after
‘the words "treating of whales" be inserted the
following "excluding minke whales". Thank you
Mr. Chairman.

Chairman
Thank you. Is there a seconder to this proposal. : Danish
Chile? Thank you. We then have three proposals Amendment
on the floor. This latest amendment by Denmark,

seconded by Chile. Any discussion? I should add
that the original US proposal had attached to it

a resolution that was worded in Technical Committee
together with the proposal itself. I think that

in this case, we have had now three amendments, two
amendments sorry, we will have to vote on the

resolution separately. If there is no further dis-
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cussion we will then start the voting on the latest
amendment proposal by Denmark, seconded by Chile,
and I'll ask the Secretary to call the roll. Korea.

S

Korea
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Before putting the
amendment to vote, may I ask clarification to
Panamanian delegate with regard to their amendment
to the US proposal. In our analysis there seems
to be no difference in essence between US original

proposal and the Panamanian amendment. Thank you
Mr. Chairman.

Chairman
Thank you. Well the point of the Panamanian
proposal was to split the original US proposal in
two parts. The wording has been worked out by the

Secretary, myself and agreed by the Panamanian




delegation and I think the US delegation also agrees
with the wording and that the wording adequately
reflects what is intended here, that is to split the
original US proposal in two parts. Does anybody
have difficulties with the wording you have in

front of you. If not, can we then proceed. We
have discussed the substance of this matter quite
intensively so if there is no more discussion I

will ask the Secretary to go straight to voting and
call the roll.

Secretary

Mr. Chairman, the proposal before the plenary requires
a three qguarters majority to pass and we are voting
first on the item identified as sub-paragraph 1

There is the preambular wording of the amendment

'or the ad@ition of a new paragraph 8(d) to the
Schedule: "Notwithstanding the other provisions of
paragraph 8 sub-paragraph 1 there shall be a mora-
torium on the taking, killing or treating of whales,
excluding minke whales, by factory ships or whale
catchers attached to factory ships."' It is the

amended version of sub-paragraph 1 on which we are
voting.

Chairman

Argentina.

Argentina
Thank you Mr. Chairman. May I be clarified on
something, one point. If we are dealing only with
paragraph i, we are amending the paragraph (d) of
the US proposal. Is this right? What is happening
with Table 1 and 2 and with the recommendation that
the US put in in the proposal as a whole. The

first amendment we are voting just now is including
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all this part Table 1 and 2 and also the resolution
or is only this paragraph. I mean, because if you
are dividing the proposal of the United States you
have to keep in account you have other parts of the
original proposal, included in this first vote. I
would like to be clear in this situation and if we
are only voting the paragraph and we are considering
the other point in the last one, the third proposal,
the third vote I should like to say.

Chairman

Well, this procedure of splitting the US proposal
in two parts makes it impossible to include their
proposed changes to Tables 1 and 2 of the Schedule.
We will have to do it afterwards. It comes from
what we agree on here. We have two parts — we have
the proposal split in two parts and it depends on
what we agree on what will go into the Schedule, so
this is why there is no reference to this in this
Panamanian amendment and we will just have to ask
the Secretary to put the proper wording into the
Schedule when we have found out what we want when
we have had the result of the voting. As regards
the resolution I said earlier that I think we will
have to vote separately on the resolution, also
because of this splitting up of the proposal.
Argentina.

Argentina

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, but the problem is we

have to vote afterward the resolution. What is

. . . [draft?] . .
happening if only the first potation is passing,
for instance, if I can imagine like that - that's

minke will be alone included in the text of the
Schedule. This is the idea of the Commission to
put only the first paragraph if it is passing and
without, excluding all the rest of the proposal,

|
bt




the original one and the Panamanian one. It is just
a point of clarification - I mean I have no strong
feeling against, but I would like to be clear this
way. If the Committee agree to vote only the first
paragraph, the case of this paragraph will be included

Oor accepted, you will put this paragraph in the
Schedule like that?

Chairman

Yes

Argentina
All right, thank you.

Chairman

Is everybody clear now what we are doing? The
Secretary please.

Secretary
Mr. Chairman, the vote requiring three quarter's
majority is the first part of the amended addition
to the Schedule as previously identified, the
amended sub-paragraph 1, what happens to paragraph
2 and the resolution will be voted on next. So we
are voting now on the amended paragraph 1, and the
vote starts at Iceland. Iceland, yes. Japan.

Japan
I'd like to vote at the end if I may. Thank you.

Secretary

Korea, abstain. Mexico, vyes. Netherlands, yes.
New Zealand, vyes. Norway, yes. Panama, yes.
Peru, yes. Seychelles, vyes. South Africa, ves.

Spain, abstain. Sweden, vyes. USSR, no. UK, ves.
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USA, yes. Argentine, vyes. Australia, yes. Brazil,
abstain, Canada, yes. Chile, yes. Denmark, yes.
France, yes. Japan - I'm sorry I didn't hear -

Japan? No. Thank you.

Mr. Chairman, there were 18 votes in favour and three
against - the motion therefore received the required

three quarter's majority to amend the Schedule.

Two against and three abstentions - I'm sorry.
Chairman
Thank you. We will then deal with the latter part

of the US proposal as amended and we will go straight
to the voting. I'll ask the Secretary to explain
the vote and call the roll.

Secretary

USSR

Mr. Chairman, we are now voting on sub-paragraph 2

of the Panamanian amendment. The addition to the
Schedule ©of a part of paragraph 8(d) to read "There
shall be a moratorium on the taking, killing, or
treating of whales by land stations or whale catchers
attached to land stations, except as provided for in
paragraph 11. This is an amendment to the Schedule
requiring a three quarter's majority to pass in
plenary. The roll starts at Japan. No. Korea, no.
Mexico, yes. Netherlands, ves. New Zealand, yes.
Norway, abstain. Panama, yes. Peru, no. Seychelles,
yes. South Africa, abstain. Spain, abstain.

Sweden, yes. USSR,

Sir, we want to reserve our opinion at the end, be last.

Secretary

Be last? UK, ves. USA, yves. Argentina, yes.

Australia, yes. Brazil, abstain. Canada, abstain.




Chile, no. Denmark, abstain. France, yes. Iceland,
no. USSR, abstain.

Mr. Chairman, there were 11 votes in favour and five
votes against so that the motion did not receive the
three quarter's majority and therefore does not
amend the Schedule.

Chairman

Thank you. In the light of the result of this voting
it doesn't seem to me that the resolution proposed

by the US is relevant any longer. Can I have the

US delegation view on this?

usa
That is correct.

Chairman
SO it means that we won't have a voting on the
resolution and we then turn to the other part of this
agenda item, the world-wide ban on whaling, which was
also discussed in the Technical Committee this morning
and I call upon the Chairman of the Technical Committee
to report to us. Japan.

Japan
Thank you very much. I would like to make a short
statement on this occasion. I like to register my

sense of resentment and displeasure on the discrimi-
natory measure which was introduced by the most
irregular way by some member of the Commission.

This process deprived of the normal course of action
sO that the matter be brought to the attention of the
Scientific Committee and Technical Committee, but this
modification of the Schedule was abruptly introduced

at the beginning of the plenary session. We understand
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that the significance of this meeting should be that
our decision should be based on scientific grounds
because we also, we are from various countries with
different philosophies and different approaches to
the guestions. The only thing we are united is
that we are going to act solely through scientific
evidence which is available to us, by virtue of
vote, The.Japanese plea for fair treatment and
justice has now been disregarded. I like to record
my sense of resentment at this and hope that this
will not happen ever again and the order of business
would be conducted as in same way as we do in other
multilateral government meetings. We. are minority
so 1f we are deprived of opportunity of having it
discussed in detail on a scientific basis we have

nothing to protect ourselves and we find no signi-

ficance in sitting with you in good faith. Thank you.
Chairman
Thank you. The USSR.

USSR

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The decision adopted by
the Commission now have a strictly discriminative
corrector, not only between the two kind of
operations but between the whaling countries and
other countries. Inside the framework of Convention
this create a very severe circumstance inside the
convention and should be reflected in specific
displeasings of countries, members of IWC, to such

kind of activities of Commission. Thank you Mr.
Chairman.

Chairman

Thank you. Korea.




Korea
Thank you Mr. Chairman. We would like to explain
exercise of our vote with regard to [part] 1 of the
amendment which we adopted. We should have objected
to [part] 1 of the amendment but we abstained in our
effort to reach a compromise on the question of
moratorium. That we abstained does not mean that
we endorse the adoption of the moratorium in any
form. We stick to our basic position which I

stated this morning. Thank you Mr. Chairman.

Chairman

Thank you. I now call upon the Chairman of the
Technical Committee to report to us for the remainder
of this agenda item. Mr. Mercer.

Mr. Mercer

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. We have two further pro-
posals which were adopted in the Technical Committee
under agenda item 6, to be brought forward to the
plenary. These are contained on a document entitled
"Australian Proposal - World-Wide Ban on Whaling".
The first proposal at the top of the page was passed
by a vote of 13 to three with seven abstentions.

It appears as printed with several amendments which
were read to members of the Committee prior to voting
Would you wish me to read the proposal in toto oOr

wish the Secretary to do that when the question is
being put in the plenary.

Chairman

I would wish that you read it in toto so that everybody

is quite clear before we have any discussion.
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Mr. Mercer
The proposal is that the Technical Committee be
directed to consider and report to the thirty-second
Annual Meeting of the Commission on the procedures
that would be necessary, bearing in mind the interests
of aboriginal whaling, to institute a world-wide ban
on whaling, the period over which such a ban on
whaling could be instituted and;should any hardships,
such as for subsistence whaling, be likely to result
from a world-wide ban on whaling, the steps that

would be necessary to avoid undue hardship.

Chairman
Thank you. Does anybody wish to speak on this part
of the Technical Committee's recommendation. Denmark .

Denmark
Mr. Chairman. I would ask the Chairman of the
Technical Committee once more to read out the two

lines under number one.

Mr. Mercer
Mr. Chairman, the words as I have them are “the
procedures that would be necessary, bearingvin mind
the interests of aboriginal whaling, to institute
a world-wide ban on whaling".

Chairman
Thank you. Do I have somebody to propose that the
plenary adopt this Technical Committee's recommen-
dation? Denmark. A seconder? Australia.
The floor is open for discussion. Or 1f there is
no discussion we will proceed to voting unless you
feel that's not necessary. Everybody agrees.
Then I don't think it's necessary to have a roll call.

Is there a concensus in the plenary that - Japan.




Japan
I'm not requesting roll calls. The result is quite
obvious but I like to have what I mentioned in the
Technical Committee recorded in our plenary session's

record 1f there is such record, will be such record.

‘Chairman

Thank you. Your comments in the Technical Committee
will be reflected in the Technical Committee report
I take it and we will reflect them again in the

Commission's report. It seems to me that - Japan.

Japan
You used the word unanimous. I just wanted it that
Japan is not endorsing the first part of the recom-
mendation - that should be recorded. Thank you.

Chairman

Thank you. Is there any other delegation that's
opposed to this recommendation? Apparently not,

and I take it that the proposal put to us by the
Technical Committee is therefore adopted by the
plenary. So that it be so recorded in our report
that it was adopted with Japan against. Mr. Mercer,
the latter part of the proposal?

Mr. Mercer

Mr. Chairman, the second part of the proposal is
contained on the same document at the bottom of the
page. There were no amendments to the wordings or the
wording as precisely as contained on the document.
These are the words that begin "that the Technical
Committee be directed to undertake a review" and
extending further to the bottom of the page. Would

you wish me to read this proposal in toto?




Chairman
This is a rather long reading and I take it that there
was a unanimity in the Technical Committee and unless
anybody wants it read loudly in this form I don't
think that would be necessary. Does anybody wish
the Chairman of the Technical Committee to read it

through? Or are we unanimous here as we were in the
Technical Committee? Apparently we are so that I
can take it that we adopt this latter part of the

Technical Committee's recommendation. Does this

conclude your report on agenda item 67?

Mr. Mercer

Yes, Mr. Chairman. This concludes our report on
agenda item 6.

Chairman
Thank you. And we have then also concluded the
plenary's deliberations on agenda item 6 and I now

wonder how we proceed from here. It's a guarter

past six and I wonder if we should go on in this
plenary or have the Technical Committee convene.
Mr. Mercer do you have any ideas? Do you have
anything else to report that we should know.

Mr. Mercer

Mr. Chairman, we have completed our discussions

on some items of Technical Committee business but we

have yet to review our report on these items in Tech-
nical Committee. Perhaps you would consider it more
expeditious 1f we were to do further Technical Committee
business and approve report before bringing our items

to the plenary session. If you wish to proceed in

this way one possibility would be for the Technical

Committee to begin its deliberationg on sperm whale
stocks.




Chairman
OK, thank you. I think that's a useful suggestion
and so we will then adjourn this plenary session and
have the Technical Committee convene in just a few
minutes, two or three minutes. Is that agreeable?

Thank you. The plenary is adjourned.

END OF SECOND PLENARY SESSION
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Chairman -
Ladies and gentlemen, I call the third session of Whale
; : : : Sanctuari
the plenary to order. It's my intention in this anctuaries

session to start to deal with agenda item 9, whale
sanctuaries, and we have dealt with that one we will
then move to agenda item 11. We'll decide after

we have done with these two items how we'll proceed
from there. So I now call upon the Chairman of

the Technical Committee to report to us whatever he
has on agenda item 9.

Mr. Mercer
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Under agenda item 9 vyou
will see our report in the report of the Technical
Committee where we considered a proposal for an

Indian Ocean sanctuary for whales. After considerable

discussion we passed, by a vote of 14 to four with

five abstentions, the proposal for this sanctuary which
is contained in the fourth last paragraph under item

9 of our report with the addition of a sentence which
i appears on the next page. Would you like me to

read the consequential amendment to the Schedule?

I believe this is our normal practice.

Chairman

Yes please.

Mr. Mercer

In accordance with Article V(1) (¢) of the Convention,

commercial whaling, whether by pelagic operations or

from land stations, is prohibited in a region desig-

sty

nated as the Indian Ocean Sanctuary. This comprises
the waters of the Northern Hemisphere from the coast

of Africa to 100° East, including the Red and Arabian

Seas and the Gulf of Oman; and the waters of the

Southern Hemisphere in the sector from 20° to 130°

East with the southern boundary set at 55° South.




This prohibition applies irrespective of the classi-
fications of baleen or toothed whale stocks in the
Sanctuary, as may from time to time be determined by
the Commission. This prohibition will apply for

ten years unless the Commission decides otherwise."”

Chairman

Thank you. Do you, in your capacity as the Chairman
of Technical Committee, move that your recommendation
be adopted by plenary?

Mr. Mercer

If you wish that these items be moved in my capacity
as Chairman, I will so do.

Chairman

Thank you. Is there a seconder? Denmark.

Denmark

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. We actually handed in to
the Secretariat this morning, a proposal about a
resolution related to exactly this question. I
wonder where that paper is.

Chairman

We'll ask the Secretary to answer this question.

The Secretary is trying to find out where the paper
is. Seychelles.

Seychelles

May we propose that Mr. Lemche read the statement

tO us so that we can save a little time?

Chairman

Mr. Lemche, You have been asked to read this state-

ment, or proposal, you told us about.
that for us?

Can you do
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Mr. Lemche
Actually, Mr. Chairman, it was a hand-written piece

of paper and it was the only one we got, but if I
can find it I certainly can read it out.

‘Chairman
We seem to have a slight problem here. May I
suggest that we move down to agenda item 11 and
postpone the discussion on agenda item 9 while we

find out where we stand?

If that's agreeable we postpone the discussion on
item 9 and move to agenda item 11. The Chairman

of the Technical Committee.

Mr. Mercer
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Under agenda item 11, we
considered a proposal for a three-year moratorium on
the taking of sperm whales, on the commercial taking
of sperm whales. This matter was brought to a vote
which passed by 11 to seven with five abstentions.
The consequential amendment to the Schedule would be
the following text for inclusion: "Quotas for sperm
whales of both sexes shall be set at zero in all
Divisions of the Southern Hemisphere including the
Indian Ocean north of the Equator, for the seasons
1979-80, 1980-81 and 1981-82; and for the Northern
Hemisphere Atlantic and Pacific for 1980, 1981 and
1982."

As Chairman of the Technical Committee I move the

adoption of this proposal.

Chairman
Thank you. Seconder? Seychelles. The floor
is open for discussion. Seychelles.

Proposed 3-year |i|i

moratorium on
sperm whaling
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Seychelles

Mr. Chairman, since we first raised the guestion of

a pause in sperm whaling in the Technical Committee

the issue has become somewhat confused by a bewildering
pattern of proposed amendments to this proposal;
amendments which deal with moratoria and a variety

of adjustments in both space and time. We regret

this confusion because the basic issue is really quite
simple. We are faced in the matter of sperm whaling
with a clear scientific statement of fact which is

that despite many years of work, despite several
special meetings, even the best of our advisers have
had to conclude that we just don't know enough about
the sperm whale - we cannot proceed with any assurance
at all. In short, there is a distinct possibility

in all Areas and all Divisions of both Hemispheres

that every sperm whale taken may be one sperm whale

too many. Since the decision of this Commission to
ban whaling from factory ships the issue has been
simplified a little by restricting our concern to

‘just two Divisions in the south and two Areas in the
north.

In Division 1 on the east coast of South America,

the data are so scant that the scientists were unable
to make any estimates at all, and they have recommen-
ded that it be protected. In Division 9 on the
west coast of South America the figures we do have
show that the population size of males has been
reduced so drastically, by about a third of its
initial level, that by the rules of our Management
Procedure it must be classified as a Protected stock.
In the North Atlantic Area there are insufficient
data to make more than a provisional suggestion and
in the North Pacific, at both its most recent

meetings, the Scientific Committee concluded that
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on the evidence available to it the population of
both sexes could be expected to show yet further
decline.

S0 on purely scientific grounds the only safe course,
the one safe course this Commission can take, in all
these four places, is to stop sperm whaling, at

least until we know exactly where we stand. That's
why we propose a pause: not a cessation of whaling;
not a moratorium; a pause, which on the best advice

would need to be for at least a year, preferably three.

We fully appreciate the special needs of the new
members from South America, but in all honesty there
is no way in which this Commission, on the basis of
scientific advice, can set a quota for Division 9 at
anything but zero. And in full fairness, without
discrimination, we frankly cannot see how it is
possible to stop sperm whaling in the south while
allowing it to go on in the north, where I doubt

it is not much better. So we are asking this
Commission to fulfil the terms of its Convention -
that is to act in the best interests, the best long~
term interests, of a unique and irreplaceable
resource - and you can do that, it seems to us, only
by voting for the one thing that seems to be certain,
for a pause which will allow us to gather enough time
to put the whole affair of the sperm whale in order.
We are therefore proposing, Mr. Chairman, as the
Chairman of the Technical Committee read out, an
addition to the Schedule to precede Paragraph 14
there, as follows: "Quotas for sperm whale of both
sexes shall be set at zero in all Divisions of the
Southern Hemisphere, including the Indian Ocean north
of the Equator, for the seasons 1979~-80, 80-81, 81-82;
and for the Northern Hemisphere, both Atlantic ‘and
Pacific, for 80, 81 and 82." Thank you.




Chairman
Thank you. The floor is open. Any more discussion?
We have had intensive discussion on this matter in
the Technical Committee and we are getting very pressed
for time so - Panama and then Japan.

Panama
Mr. Chairman, I would like to raise a different problem
about this proposal, which is a problem of ethics -
The ethics of killing intelligent beings. I would
like to quote from Professor Berzin, a Russian,
Chief of the Cetacean Research Laboratory of the TINRO
Institute in USSR. He said "the sperm whale..."

Chairman
I'm sorry Panama. I just want to remind you that
we have another agenda item which is headed "Consider-
ation of the ethics of killing cetaceans”. I think

you might be well advised to wait until we get to
that item with what you ...

Panama

Mr. Chairman, I think this applies specifically to
the Seychelles proposal because it is specifically
about sperm whales.

Chairman

Would you be very brief please?

Panama

I'll be as brief as I can.

Chairman

Thank you.




Panama i
"The sperm whale is undoubtedly an animal with a iél
cortex of complex structure corresponding to complex ;;E
phystric manifestations. The sperm whale brain must
possess an 2xtreme functional plasticity and practically
inexaustable possibilities for establishing links

between stimuli and the forms of reactions. The

sperm whale brain structure is such that this can

be said to be a thinking animal capable of displaying hik
high intellectual abilities." A

Mr. Chairman I think that I have been in contact with
just about every whale brain specialist in the world,

about 12 of them, and out of the 12 there is approxi-

mately eight that agree about this possibility of a
high intelligent potential among the sperm whale,

probably even more than any other species of whale.
In conclusion I want to plead with you to vote for
the Seychelle proposal because of this majority

view of the scientists specialising in whale brain,
that cachelot, even more than any other species, may
be intelligent beings. I plead with you as indi-
viduals and as representatives of your nations, not
£Oo vote "no" as a "no" vote will be a vote to kill
those whom we shall very probably one day call the :
people of the sea. Thank you. : i

Chairman

Thank you. Japan.

Japan

I shall be very brief. We cannot accept the three- o
year moratorium since the Scientific Committee does

not recommend three-year moratorium on this. I can quote

bassages as other delegations did from the Scientific

Committee, but Scientific Committee, there are lots .




of papers indicating that sperm whale stocks are
in good shape. Thank you.

Chairman

Thank you. United States.

USA

«

Mr. Chairman. We have voted in favour of a three-
year sperm whale moratorium - I wish to indicate why.
It seems to me a quick review of the Report of the
Sub-committee on Sperm Whales leads to the conclusion
that there is confusion about our attempts to manage
sperm whales, that we have models missing, and models
have proved in many instances unreliable, in some

the scientists are not sure about sperm whales and
that leads to a substantial amount of risk. I

admit that then a balancing has to take place but

our concern 1is that commercial whaling for sperm
whales has been going on for an extensive number of
years and that that risk becomes too high at some
point. We believe that point has been reached.

I have a prepared statement which I would like to
pass out which goes into the specifics of why we

feel this way and it refers to the Sperm Whale Report
given by the Scientific Committee. Because of the
press of time I am pleased not to read that now.

I would hope that other individuals will read their
report and have the opportunity to reflect on our
views on this subject. Thank you.

Chairman

Thank you. If I may, as Icelandic Commissioner,
be allowed to state my country's position. I wish
to state that Iceland cannot support a moratorium on

sperm whales. We do not support it because we are
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not prepared now to stop the hunt of sperm whales
which is a rather important factor in our very modest
mixed fishery. We are not prepared to stop it be-
cause the scilentists have not asked us to do it.

We have a recommendation £from the Scientific Committee
which was unanimously passed in that Committee for

a catch quota for sperm whales in the North Atlantic

and this is why we cannot accept a moratorium.

I want to add that we, of course, have noted what the
Scientific Committee has said about the decreased
average length of sperm whales at Iceland, but I

wish to point out that this decrease is very slight

indeed. Thus the average length of the sperm
whales caught in 1978 was less than 1ft less than
the average for the last ten years. However, I

can announce that Iceland, because of this, has
decided to amend her own domestic legislation to
the effect of increasing the minimum size from 35ft
to 40ft. Thank you. France.

France

We support the proposal of the Seychelles delegation

for all the reason exposed by its delegate. Thank you.
Chairman
Any more speakers. United Kingdom.

UK

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. We support the concept of
the moratorium on the taking of sperm whales for
three years since it is consistent with our general
approach on whaling as announced by the Minister of
State in his opening speech. That is, there should
be a moratorium on all commercial whaling to allow

re—-assessments of whale populations and biology.



That this is needed is, in our view, shown nowhere
more clearly than in the Scientific Committee's
assessment of sperm whale stocks. The Scientific
Committee has done its best in the circumstances
but it has concluded that, in the absence of the
analysis of existing data, and the undertaking of
new studies, it would be unable to reassess North
.Pacific sperm whale stocks. It has also encountered
severe difficulties in its assessment of Southern
Hemisphere stocks. I think that the statements
that have come from the Scientific Committee speak
for themselves and it is for this reason that we

have decided that we shall support the Seychelles
proposal. Thank you. '

Chairman

Thank you. The USSR.

USSR

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. We want to say very briefly
that the Soviet Union cannot in any way support the
very idea of Seychelles moratorium. We consider

the decision of the moratorium has a clearly descrimi-
native character. Thank you very much.

Chairman

Thank you. If there are no more speakers I think

we should take the proposal to a vote and I call upon
the Secretary to explain the vote and call the roll.

Secretary

Mr. Chairman, the proposal before the plenary is to
amend the Schedule so that a three-quarter's majority

is required in order to make any change to the

Schedule. The proposal is to insert a new paragraph




before paragraph 14 in the Schedule to read as follows:
"Quotas for sperm whales of both sexes shall be set

at zero in all Divisions of the Southern Hemisphere,
including the Indian Ocean north of the Equator, for
the seasons 1979-80, 1980-81 and 1981~-82; and for

the Northern Hemisphere, Atlantic and Pacific, for
1980, 1981 and 1982." This is a Schedule amendment

requiring a three-quarter's majority and the roll
Starts at Peru.

Peru, no. Seychelles, ves. South Africa, abstain.
Spain, abstain. Sweden, ves. USSR, no. UK, ves.
USA, ves. Argentina, yes. Australia, yes.

Brazil, abstain. Canada, abstain. Chile, absent.
Denmark, no. France, vyes. Iceland, no. Japan, no.
Korea, no. Mexico, yes. Netherlands, vyes.

New Zealand, yes. Norway, abstain. Panama, vyes.

Mr. Chairman, there were 11 votes in favour, six
votes against and so the proposal failed to reach
a three—quarter's majority.

Chairman
Thank vyou. This means that we have then dealt Whale
with agenda item 11 and it further means that we Sanctuaries

(cont'd)
would have to ask the Technical Committee to con-

sider the sperm whale stocks Area by Area, stock

by stock. We will then move back to agenda item
9, "whale sanctuaries™”. Can the Secretary explain
if the missing paper has been found?

The Chair understands that everybody has got the
paper, except the Chair. May I ask the Danish

Commissioner to speak to his paper please?
Denmark.




Denmark

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. We explained in the
Technical Committee why we abstained on the pro-
posal of establishment of a sanctuary in the Indian
Ocean. We did it because there were no scientific
evidence that exactly that area would be the best
possible area to make a sanctuary in. However,
having seen the votes in the Technical Committee

I am now sure that the proposal will be carried in
the plenary and therefore I thought now the

sanctuary is established then let us try to get the
best knowledge out of the fact that the sanctuary

is there and is to be there, probably for ten years.
Therefore we drafted this proposal for a resolution
in relation to the establishment of a whale sanctuary.
The resolution asks that the Scientific Committee
investigates first the kind of research and the level
of research efforts, that means inter alia money,
which will be necessary to obtain adequate information
on the abundance of whales, reproductive behaviour
and related scientific problems, relevant to assess-—
ment of stocks, which the sanctuary will give total
or partial protection from whaling. When I say
total or partial, that's because some animals migrate
south of the southern boundary.

That research will be done at one hand and at the
other hand should simulteneously be made some other
research and therefore the number 2 is where it will
be necessary to initiate additional research simul-
taneously in areas where exploitation of whales
continues in order to make comparison possible

between stocks under the two different regimes.

We ask the Scientific Committee to
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Chairman

Excuse me Mr. Lemche, a point of order has been
raised. Australia.

Australia

Mr. Chairman, I wonder if what we are doing is
proper. This statement presumes that a whale
sanctuary has been established. We haven't even
voted on that yet, I suggest we take the formal
vote and then we might look at this proposal, but
Certainly this presumes - the first sentence

says "whereas a whale sanctuary has been established
for ten years” - I think this is highly improper.

Chairman

Thank you, your point is well taken and I had indeed
had in mind to suggest that we split the two

issues but I was going to allow the Danish Commis—
sioner to finish anyway so that We would have this
in mind that this is, this addition to the pProposal
was there on the floor. Denmark can you finish
very briefly?

Denmark

Yes, I will finish very briefly. We are not sure
that the Scientific Committee can make such a research
Plan within one year but we say.-under B. that the
Scientific Committee report on its progress in
developing research Proposals concerning the above

mentioned problems, at the next Annual Meeting of
the Commission.

Speaking to the point of order I think you are per-
fectly right, Mr. Chairman. The reason why I raised
the point now was that if my proposal is carried I

am going to change my vote, from "abstain" to "yes™",



Chairman
Well, Mr. Lemche, this is something that‘I don't
think we can accommodate you with. We will now
discuss the proposal we have had for a sanctuary.
We will deal with that first, and we'll see what
happens when we eventually come back to your pro-
posal later. Seychelles.

Seychelles
Mr. Chairman. My government welcomes the warm
response which has already been shown by members
of this Commission to the proposed Indian Ocean
Sanctuary. We would like it to have been
possible to agree on a pattern of boundaries which
both respect the need to protect the breeding
grounds of all the whales there and allow a scien-—
tifically sound management regime on minke and the
adjacent Antarctic ecosystem. The arguments for
the sanctuary have already been outlined in the
Technical Committee but arising out of that dis-
cussion we would like to highlight three additional
points. First that there is in the concept of the
sanctuary a degree of stability but no suggestion
of permanence. It is our clear understanding that

the Commission has the right to reassess the situ-
ation at any time.

Secondly, that a sanctuary does not in any way infringe
on the territorial rights of those coastal to it, but
happily in the Indian Ocean we have had strong expres-~
sions of favour from those most directly involved.

And thirdly, that this particular sanctuary will not

be a static one. WevhaVe already heard from two
members, suggestions that funds will be available for
productive cetacean research in this area. We




particularly welcome the resolution proposed by the
Danish Commissioner ~ we see absolutely no problems
with this. We would like to offer on our own

behalf, some time in the next few years, to host a
special meeting exactly alohg these lines in
Seychelles, of scientists interested in doing research
in the sanctuary.

Chairman

Thank you

Seychelles

Our original proposal, made in recognition of the
Commission's right of review, was unlimited by time,

but we recognise too the very real concern expressed
by those members who felt there should be some time

limit attached to it, so we happily accept the

Australian/Panamanian amendment which was proposed
in the Technical Committee, that the sanctuary be
established for ten vears, and we would like here,
before this comes to a vote in the plenary, to
offer our own amendment to this in the hope that it
will be acceptable to everyone. Accordingly, we
propose a simple change in the last line of thé
amendment which you have in front of you which

-? now reads “This prohibition will apply for ten

years unless the Commission decides otherwise", -

We would like to include one small clause there

after the words ten years, along these lines:

"with the provision for a general review after five
vears,". The last sentence now reads "This prohibition
will apply for ten years, with the provision for a

general review after five years, unless the Commission
decides otherwise.,™

This whole proposed amendment to the Schedule to go




in at the head of paragraph 7. Thank you.

Chairman

Thank you. Any more comments or are we prepared for
the vote. First I would look for a seconder to the

change just proposed by the Seychelles. Australia.
Thank you.

Since there are no more speakers I will ask the
Secretary to call the roll and to explain the vote.

Secretary

Mr. Chairman, the proposal is to insert before
paragraph 7 a new paragraph with the following wording:
"In accordance with Article V{1){(c) of the Convention,
commercial whaling, whether by pelagic operations or
from land stations, is prohibited in a region desig-
nated as the Indian Ocean Sanctuary. This comprises
the waters of the Northern Hemisphere from the coast
of Africa to 100° East, including the Red and

Arabian Seas and the Gulf of Oman; and the waters

of the Southern Hemisphere in the sector from .20°
East to 130° East with the southern boundary set at
55° South. This prohibition applies irrespective

of the classifications of baleen or toothed whale
stocks in the Sanctuary, as may from time to time be
determined by the Commission. This prohibition will
apply for ten years, with the provision for a general

review after five years, unless the Commission
decides otherwise."

This is an amendment to the Schedule requiring a

three-quarter's majority of the votes cast. The

roll starts at Seychelles. Yes. South Africa, vyes.
Spain, vyes. Sweden, yes. USSR, no. UK, yes.

USA, yes. Argentina, yes. Australia, ves.

Brazil, abstain. Canada, abstain. Chile, absent.
Denmark, yes. France, yes. Iceland, yes. Japan, no.
Korea, no. Mexico, yes. Netherlands, ves.

New Zealand, yes. Norway, yes. Panama, yes.

Peru, abstain.




Mr. Chairman, there were 16 votes in favour with three
votes against, so the necessary three-quarter's

majority was achieved. Therefore the amendment
passes.

Chairman

Thank you. We will then progress on the Danish pro-
posal, which the Danish Commissioner described to

us just earlier and which you have on a piece of paper
in front of you. I first will be looking for a
seconder to the Danish proposal. Japan. South
Africa. Any discussion, or are we all unanimous
to accept this Danish proposal. I think we are, and

the Danish proposal is therefore unanimously accepted
by the plenary. Thank you.

We have now dealt with agenda item 9, "whale sanctuaries®
and since the Technical Committee has still some more

job to do, and since I have been infornied that the
Finance and Administration Committee needs to have,

hopefully, a very short meeting, we will adjourn the

plenary in a few minutes and reconvene the Technical
Committee. Have you any suggestions, Mr. Mercer, when
we should reconvene the Technical Committee? One

and a half hours time or something like that? To give
the Finance and Administration Committee time and we

could then also convene a Working Group of Commissioners.

Mr. Mercer

Mr. Chairman, we would be prepared to reconvene at
4.30 or 5 o'clock, whichever would be preferable in
terms of the time required by the other work of the
Finance and Administration Committee.




Chairman

Thank you. Let's set the time for the Technical
Committee at 4.30 and I certainly hope that you only
need a short session because we are getting very
‘pressed for time. There is still quite a long list
of problems we haven't solved in the plenary, and
quite many agenda items we haven't dealt with vet.
The Scientific Committee, do you have to meet again?
Dr. Allen.

Dr. Allen
Yes sir. We have several matters which we can
usefully discuss so that, if I may, I would convene

the Scientific Committee in this room as soon as this
meeting adjourns.

Chairman
Thank vyou. So we'll adjourn the plenary and meet
again in Technical Committee hopefully at half past
four.

The Finance and Administration Committee will meet
in the Tudor Suite and I ask a Working Group of
Commissioners to meet in the Marquis Suite.

Thank you, the meeting is adjourned.

END OF THIRD PLENARY SESSION




Chairman
Ladies and gentlemen I call to order the fourth
session, and the final session of the plenary of

this Thirty First Annual Meeting.

I don't think I will need to make any appeals to
you as to make short statements and be as concise
and co-operative as you possibly can. You all
know what time it is and I believe that we are all
equally concerned, and all equally anxious to
finalise our work at this meeting}

The Technical Committee has not, it just finished an
hour ago as you know and we don't have the Technical
Committee's report in the written form, not for all
of the work that has been done by the Technical
Committee, so I think that the wisest course to take
is to ask the Chairman of the Technical Committee to
report to us whatever he has got on paper, so we
don't necessarily follow the sequence of the agenda
but we'll let the Chairman of the Technical Committee
lead us. The Chairman of the Technical Committee?

Mr. Mercer

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. With regard to agenda item
6, we have previously reported to the plenary on this
item and decisions were earlier adopted. The 1980 Meeting
. . - . of Technical
Technical Committee proposes to hold a Working Group Commi ttee
Meeting during the week previous to next year's Working Grou
i Annual Meeting to do the necessary follow-up work on .
implications
2o that evolves from the adoption of the two proposals of world-wid
5% made by Australia. ban.
% Chairman
| Thank you. This doesn't call for any action on

our part, We just note this.




Mr. Mercer
Under agenda item 7 there is Technical Committee
report which was earlier circulated. The Technical
Committee reviewed a Working Group Report which was

prepared in the week prior to this meeting. The

Technical Committee has endorsed the recommendations

of this group; these recommendations are contained

in the document which was circulated. If you wish

I can read these recommendations. These are that 1980 Meeting
the Special Scientific Working Group on Management giiziii;ii

Procedure should meet .for one week well in advance WoﬂdngGr‘s
of the next Annual Commission Meeting to finalise on Managenert:
their report and number 2, the Group should be
augmented with additional experts on whale popu-
lation biology and population dynamics at the
discretion of the Chairman of the Special Scientific
Working Group. We stress the need that the report
be circulated to the appropriate Committees of the
Commission well in advance of the next Annual
Meeting to allow adequate time for consideration.

We are also proposing that several proposed Schedule
amendments advanced by the USA be referred to the
Special Scientific Working Group and the Technical

Committee stresses the urgency of the work of this
Group.

Chairman

Thank you. You've all noted the recommendations
of the Technical Committee. Are you all in agreement

to adopt the recommendations? Argentina.
Argentina
Thank you Mr. Chairman. May I know which resolution

we are agreeing?

Chairman

We are on agenda item 7, and the resolutions, or

the recommendations by the Technical Committee, are



G

Y Avrime e

et AR PR B L 1 v

_86 -

that the Special Scientific Working Group on
Management Procedures should meet one week well in
advance of the next Annual Meeting - that's the
first recommendation; and the second one is that
the Group should be augmented with additional
experts on whale biology and population dynamics
at the discretion of the Chairman of the Special
Scientific Working Group.

Argentina

Thank you very much.

Chairman
Are we all agreed? Thank you.

Does that finalise our deliberation on this agenda
item.

Mr. Mercer

Under agenda item 7.3.1. there were recommendations
on minke whales which would be incorporated into a
later proposal on quotas.

Under agenda item 8§8...

Chairman

We are now moving to agenda item 8. We have fina-

lised our deliberations of agenda item 7.

Mr. Mercer

Under agenda item 8 we have recommended that member
nations be encouraged to supply krill harvesting
data to the FAO, that this matter be referred to

the Scientific Working Group on Management Procedures
since management of the ecosystems may conflict with
the Commission's policy for whales, and appropriate
terms of reference for a Technical Committee Working
Group on the subject be developed - these in fact
have been developed and were approved in the form of

Resolution on
XKrill
Harvesting



a resolution which is contained in a document which
‘was reviewed in the Technical Committee.

‘Chairman

This is the document number 31/31 is it?

Mr . Mercer

I do not have the document in front of me at the

moment. I have found that it is document number 31.

Chairman
OK. I don't think we'll have to read the whole
document, it's not that long since we adopted this
in the Technical Committee and if I remember correctly
this was a unanimous decision so I take it that we

are all agreed on this matter too? Argentina.

Argentina

I am not sure we all agree unanimously. May I

check by the Secretary General about the item 87
Thank you Mr. Chairman.

Chairman

Mr. Secretary?

Secretary

Yes, Mr. Chairman. The record of the Technical
Committee, when it's written, will show that the
Technical Committee adopted the resolution which is
document 31/31 which is designed to cover the

points in the terms of reference above, but Argentina
and Chile reserved their positions’, and the Technical
Committee Working Group should meet during the

week before the Thirty-Second Annual Meeting to
consider all these matters.
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Chairman

Thank you. I'm sorry Argentina. I'd forgotten
that you had reserved your position, and you like
to keep that reservation I take it? Thank you.
Mr . Mercer.

Mr. Mercer
Thank you. We can pass on to other agenda items,

leaving number 10 for which we don't have documentation
at the moment. We proceed to agenda item 12. We

SouthernA
have recommendations with respect to minke whales in Hemlsﬁ?i;:
the Southern Hemisphere; the recommendation from the Whale

Committee is that catch limits for minke whales in
the Southern Hemisphere be established. For Area I,
1,058; for Area IT, 1,370; for Area III1, 2,718;

for Area 1v, 2,043; for Area V, 1,454; for Area VI,
267; with a total catch not to exceed 8,100.

There will be a ten per cent allowance allowed between
the Areas.

Chairman

Thank you. The Chairman of the Scientific Committee
has asked for the floor.

Dr. Allen
Yes Mr. Chairman. It would appear that I'm afraid
another mathematical gremlin crept in somewhere. In

putting on the ten per cent I believe that for Area

I it should be 1,060 and not 1,058. I also believe
that the total catch should be 8,102 and not 8,100.
8,100 is the total of the figures in the first total
on page 12 of the Scientific Committee's Report and
the figures above are ten per cent on to the figures
in the bottom table there. They are both the bottom

table I'm sorry if 1 said top table a moment ago -
they are both the bottom table,



Chairman
Thank you Dr. Allen for these corrections. Do you

move, Mr. Mercer, that these recommendations be adopted?

Mr. Mercer

As Chairman of the Technical Committee I move their
adoption, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman

Thank you. Seconder? Denmark.
France, and then Japan.

France
I would brought in amendment for the minke whale in
Southern Hemisphere. I propose to use instead of
the quotas indicated: in the Scientific report, to
use the catches expressed by Beddington and Holt in
Annex G, Appendix 4, of the report of the Scientific
Committee, the new figures being Area I, 737; Area II,
965; Area III, 1,940; Area IV, 1,458; Area Vv, 1,026;

Area VI, 193. These figures are minus about 25 per
cent. Thank you Mr. Chairman.

Chairman
Thank vou. Was there no total figure?

France

The total for these was 6,319.

Chairman
You are proposing, France, that the recommendation
of the Technical Committee that has been put forward

as a formal proposal to plenary, be amended in the
way you suggested?

France

Yes.
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Chairman

Is there a seconder for this propogal? Brazil, you
second this proposal? Brazil.

Brazil

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I asked for the
floor to state that we do not agree with the figures
proposed by the representative of France, since -

Chairman

Sorry, to interrupt you, Brazil. First I am looking
for a seconder. If nobody seconds the proposal then
it's not -~ Netherlands, second? OK, please proceed

Brazil

I apologise for that. I was just stating that
since the Scientific Committee has recommended figures
we should not disregard them so T do, the Brazilian

delegation do Oppose the figures proposed by France.
Thank you very much.

Chairman

Thank you. Japan.

Japan
Thank you, I would like to pPoOse a question to the
Chairman of the Scientific Committee. . On page 12
of the report of the Scientific Committee, at the
end of page 12, there is one sentence which I take
is the basis of the French proposal. At the bottom
it says "If the stock area boundaries are defined as
in Annex G, Appendix 4, a different set of catch limits
would be recommended." I think this has been struck
by the decision of the Scientific Committee, this isg
one point I would like to coﬁfirm from the Chairman
of the Scientific Committee, and second question is
therefore the recommendations we have on pége 12 is
only recommendation from the Scientific Committee.
I like to confirm this. Thank you.




Chairman
Thank you. Would you answer this, Dr. Allen?
Dr. Allen
Yes, Mr. Chairman. I can confirm first of all that

the bottom three lines on page 12 of the Scientific
Committee Report which Commissioners have, has been
struck. I regret that we didn't get this correction
into the draft which was distributed to Commissioners
As regards the second point about which the Commis-—

sioner for Japan asked, as stated on page 12 most
members of the sub~committee believed that the
figures given in the report are the best figures to
form a basis for their recommendations but it is
noted there, as referred to by the Commissioner for
France, that a minority view was expressed by two
members of the Committee. The point which is
concerned here, sir, is whether in extrapolating

from one Area where we have an estimate of population
size, to other Areas, using as a basis for the
extrapolation the indices of relative abundance
obtained from the sightings, we should use the

Area IV estimate only or the estimate obtained by
pooling all the date for Areas IIT and IV. In

page 5 of the report of the sub-committee, that's
Annex G, it is stated in the final paragraph

"Taking into account the standard errors of the three
estimates from BALEEN," + that is one of the esti-
mating technigues - "the estimates from DOIPOP," -
which is another estimating technique - "from sightings
and from the mark recapture process as well as last
vyear's estimates the sub~committee accepted the Area
IV estimate as the most reasonable and as a basis

for extrapolation to other Areas.™ And that is the
basis on which the figures went forward from the
sub-committee to the Committee and are incorporated
in the Committee's report although, as has been
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pointed out there were two members of the Committee
who considered that it would have been better to use
Areas IV and V, III and IV combined, as a basis for
that extrapolation and if this is done I believe this
leads to the figures put forward by the Commissioner
for France. Thank you, sir.

Chairman
I understand that the catch quotas recommended by the
Technical Committee include in them a ten per cent
allowance between Areas but I'd like to ask the
French Commissioner if his proposal includes a
similar allowance of ten per cent.

France

Yes, sir.
Chairman

Thank you. Denmark.
Denmark

I did not find out clarification from the Chairman

of the Scientific Committee. I think I remember

from 1977 that the minke in Area IV actually were

those of the six Areas who were in the worst condition -
"worst" certainly in quotation marks - worst condition.
If that is correct I would assume that if you extra-
polate from Area IV you are on safest grounds.

Thank you Mr. Chairman.

Chairman

Thank you. The Secretary has some explanation to do.
Secretary

No, Mr. Chairman, I have a worry. I think the sum

of the French Area proposal is the same as the total



that he gives and it should be different if there's
a ten per cent allowance by Area.

Chairman

In other words, the figures proposed by the French

Commissioner do not allow for a ten per cent allowance
I take it.

France

No, it is right.

Secretary
We have to add to this?

France

The amount is right. You want the figure?

Chairman

Did Japan ask for the floor?

Japan

Well, I shall be very brief. At the end of page 12
it says " These can be used if the Commission decides
to set limits by sex. If not, the Committee recommends
that the combined catch limits be as follows: " Just in
order to avoid confysion I like to, I just read from

the conclusions of the Scientific Committee in page 12.
Thank you.

Chairman

The Netberlands.

Netherlands
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The Netherland delegation
has a very serious concern about this matter. We

have read carefully this report on the Southern
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Hemisphere minke whales and we have compared the way
of analysis of the majority of the sub~committee with
the view pointed out by the minority. We believe
that, for the following reasons, this minority view
needs very serious consideration because it gives

a much more conservative and much more prudent esti-
mate of what has to be done. Let me point out very
briefly the majority of the sub-committee extrapolated
the quota calculations from the data compiled by the
Area IV alone. In the first place, the minority
pointed out that there is no reason at all to believe
that these populations are different and there are
very good reasons to assume that they in fact belong
to the same population. If - they also believe,

in the second place, that the estimates arrived at

for Areas III and IV together are much more reliable
than those for Area IV alone. Given these two
considerations, we get, extrapolating from Area IV
alone, a number that has to be multiplied by 4.4

to arrive at the totals for the whole Southern
Hemisphere. If we do this for Area III or IV

alone, which covers a much larger area of the South-
ern Hemisphere - III and IV together, which comprises
a much larger area of the Southern Hemisphere, we

have to multiply these figures by 1.9. The
difference is about 21 per cent, and I think if these,
this minority if you wish, correct, and I think there
are very serious reasons to believe that it is corfect.
We certainly must take a very conservative stance and
recommend the figures calculated by this minority
report, which have been pointed out by France. Thank

Chairman
I would like to take this to the vote very soon. We
have to straighten out one thing and that's the ten
per cent allowance. I take it that there is no ten

per cent allowance in the France proposal.

you.




France

Yes, I think it was an error and that the ten per
cent are not included.

Chairman

Thank you, so this has been confirmed by the France
delegation. OK, I think we - Panama. '

Panama

Very briefly, I would like to explain why this
proposal is worth very serious consideration. It
is quite dangerous to extrapolate world-wide from a
single Area. It is more prudent to extrapolate

at least from two pooled Areas like the Sidney Holt
proposal does. I would also like to point out that
Mr. Beddington and Holt, who work respectively for
UNEP and FAO, were the same two people who last year
warned us about the situation in Area V of Western
Australia, and their warning proved right six months
later. I would like us to remember this and remember

that they may well be right again in spite of being
a minority.

Chairman
Thank you. If there are no more comments we proceed
then to the vote. The USSR.

USSR
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. We want to recall Commis-—

sioners to be considerate in your decision and to
take into account the work done by the whole Scien-
tific Committee. The Scientific Committee have a
very long time consideration of the problem of minke
in South Hemisphere. It has carried out a compre-

hensive analysis, taking into account all known safety




factors to provide a reliable assessment. This
assessment have indicated the real status of minke
whale stocks and have been adopted by Working Group
of Technical Committee. We want to emphasise that

neglecting of Scientific Committee recommendation

hasn't any sound foundation at all. Thank you very
much.

Chairman
Thank you. Any more comments? If not, we proceed
to the vote. We'll first vote on the French

amendment proposal for the following figures: minke
whales in the Southern Hemisphere ~ Area I, 737;
Area II, 965; Area III, ,1940; Area iv, 1,458;
Area V, 1,026; Area VI, 193; with a total of
6,319. Will the Secretary please take the roll?

Secretary
Mr. Chairman, this is an amendment to the Schedule
requiring a three-quarter's majority. The figures
are as you have given to be inserted into the Schedule
for coming season, for the Southern Hemisphere minke
whales. Tﬁe roll starts at South Africa, abstain.
Spain, abstain. Sweden, abstain. USSR.

USSR

I'm sorry, we have a trouble with interpretation.
Would you please to repeat once more? There is

call to vote for French amendment.

Secretary
Yes.,

USSR

Sorry, no.




Secretary
No. UK, abstain. USA, abstain. Argentina,
abstain. Australia, abstain. Brazil, no. Canada,
no. Chile, no. Denmark, no. France, yes. Iceland,
no. Japan, no. Korea, no. Mexico, abstain.
Netherlands, yes. New Zealand, abstain. Norway, no.
Panama, ves. Peru, no. Seychelles, yes.

Mr. Chairman, there were four votes in favour and 10

against so that amendment to the proposal fails.

Chairman
Thank you, we then proceed to vote on the original
proposal, the recommendation of the Technical

Committee, and I again call upon the Secretary to
call the roll.

Secretary
Mr. Chalrman, the proposal from the, the recommendation
from the Technical Committee, is for the minke whale
figures given in the report of the Technical Committee:
Area I, 1,060; Area II, 1,370; Area III, 2,718;
Area IV, 2,043; Area V, 1,454; Area VI, 267. Those
are the Area figures with the ten per cent addition
and the total catch shall not exceed 8,102. This
is a Schedule amendment, requiring a three—-quarter's
majority to become effective. The roll starts at
Spain, ves. Sweden, abstain. USSR, vyes. UK,
abstain. USA, yes. Argentina, abstain. Australia,
yes. Brazil, yes. Canada, yes. Chile, vyes.
Denmark, yes. France, no. Iceland, ves. Japan,
yes. Korea, yes. Mexico, abstain. Netherlands,
no. New Zealand, yes. Norway, vyes. Panama, no.
Peru, ves. Seychelles, abstain. South Africa, ves.
Mr. Chairman, there were 15 votes in favour with three

against so the proposal obtained the necessary three-~
quarter's majority.
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Chairman
Thank you. The Schedule will be amended accordingly.
The Chairman of the Technical Committee, will you
proceed please?

Mr. Mercer
Thank you. The next stock for which we have a
recommendation is the Bryde's whales in Area I of
the Southern Hemisphere. We adopted by a vote of
12 to six the number of 153, classifying the stock
as Sustained Management Stock.

Chairman

Do you move that we adopt this recommendation?

Mr . Mercer
I move, as Chairman of the Technical Committee,

adoption of the figure of 153 and the classification
as Sustained Management Stock.

Chairman
Thank you. Seconder? Isn't there a seconder for
the Technical Committee's recommendation? Australisa.
Japan. Japan?

Japan

Well, sir, what are we on now? sSorry, I was mixed up.

Chairman
We have just opened discussion on the Technical Com~
mittee's recommendation with regard to Bryde's whales
in Area I in the Southern Hemisphere for a catch gquota
of 153. The proposal has been put forward and
seconded and it's now open for discussion. No

discussion. Is there unanimity? Peru.

Peru

We oppose to this proposition of 153.

Southern
Hemisphere
Bryde's
Whales
Area 1




Chairman
Any more comments? If not, we'll proceed to vote.

I understood Peru to say that they objected to this
proposal. '

Peru
Yes, Mr. Chairman, we have no discussions and I think
there is a compromise about this figure .which is not
153. I no agree with this proposal of 153.

Chairman
Are you going to propose a compromise?

Peru
Yes, the compromise I knew was 264.

Chairman
264, Is there a seconder for that proposal. Chile.
Thank you. Japan. If there is no discussion we'll
proceed to the voting. We'll start by voting on the
amendment proposal put forward by Peru, seconded by
Chile, for the figure of 263, 64 sorry. The Secretary
will you please call the roll?

‘Secretary

Mr. Chairman, the proposal is the amendment to set

the catch limit for Southern Hemisphere Area I Bryde's
whale at 264. Two six four. The vote starts at
Sweden, abstain. USSR, abstain. UK, abstain.

USA, pass. Later. Argentina, abstain. Australia,
abstain. Brazil, yes. Canada, abstain. Chile, yes.
Denmark, ves. France, abstain. Iceland, yes.

Japan, vyes. Korea, yes. Mexico, yes. Netherlands,
no. New Zealand, no. Norway, yes. Panama, no.
Peru, yes. Seychelles, abstain. South Africa, abstain.
Spain, vyes. USA, abstain.




Mr. Chairman, there were nine votes in favour and
three against, which is the necessary three—gquarter's
majority for a Schedule amendment.

Chairman

Thank you, and we'll amend the Schedule accordingly.
Chairman of the Technical Committee proceed please.

Mr. Mercer

Thank you. The next stock we dealt with was the
Bryde's whales in Area II of the Southern Hemisphere.
The Technical Committee recommends Initial Management
Stock with a zero catch limit. I move this as
Chairman of the Technical Committee.

Chairman
Thank you. Seconder? Iceland seconds this.
Any discussion or are we all agreed? Apparently

we are so we can proceed to the next stock please.

Mr. Mercer

Next were the Bryde's whales in Areas III, IV, V and
VI of the Southern Hemisphere. The Technical Com~
mittee recommends the classification as Tnitial
Management Stock with a zero quota. I move this as
Chairman of the Technical Committee.

Chairman

Thank you. Seconder? Denmark. All agreed.
Thank you. Proceed please.

Mr . Mercer
The next stocks are the fin whales in Areas Ir, 111,
IV and V of the Southern Hemisphere. The Technical
Committee recommends that these stocks be classified
as Protection Stocks with a zero catch limit. I
move this as Chairman of the Technical Committee.

Southern
Hemisphere
Bryde's
Whales
Area II

e

Areas
ITI-VI

Southern
Hemisphere -
Fin Whales S
Areas II~V
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Chairman

Thank you. A seconder? New Zealand. I take it

that we are all agreed on this one too? Thank you.
Proceed please.

Mr. Mercer

Mr. Chairman, we move to the minke whales of the North Pacifi,
North Pacific In the case of the Okhotsk Sea - Minke Whaleg

ac ) Okhotsk Sea
West Pacific Stock - the Technical Committee recom- = West Pacig

mends classification as a Sustained Management Stock
with a five-year block quota of 1,678, with a
maximum in any one year of 421. I so move this as
Chairman of the Technical Committee.

Chairman

Thank you. A seconder? Japan. Any objections.
I take it we are all agreed. Next stock please.

Mr. Mercer

The next stock is the minke whales in the Sea of Smioqux§
dJapan stock. The Technical Committee recommends Stock
classification as a Sustained Management Stock with
a five-year block quota of 3,634 with a maximum in

any one year of 940. I so move this as Chairman
of the Technical Committee.

Chairman

Thank you, and Japan seconds. All agreed?
Thank you. Next stock please.

Mr. Mercer

The next stocks are the remaining stocks of minke
. o . - North pag
whales in the North Pacific. The Technical Committee itig

recommends classification as Initial Management Stocks

with a zero catch limit pending a satisfactory esti-

mate of stock sizes. I so move this as Chairman of
the Technical Committee.
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Chairman
Thank you. Australia.
Australia
There may have been a mistake somewhere. I wonder Southern
. . . . Hemisphere
t
if somehow we've missed out fin whales in Area I. Fin Whales
Should that not have been included on page 2 where Area I
it says fin whales 1I, III, IV, and V. Should

that have been I, II, ...

Chairman
Can you answer this guestion Mr. Mercer? Have you
forgotten the fin whales in Area I?

Mr . Mercer

In a moment we will refer back to the Scientific
Committee report on this.

Chairman

The Chairman of the Scientific Committee.

Dr. Allen ‘
Mr. Chairman, on page 27 of the Scientific Committee's
report the Southern Hemisphere fin whale stocks
(except Area VI) and my notes suggest that the
Technical Committee did treat this as a single
item and that Area I should therefore have been

included in the matter we just discussed here.

Chairman
Thank you. I'm sure we can all agree to add fin
whales with Area I. Thank you. We were dis-

cussing the remainder of the minke whales in the
North Pacific and I also take it that we are all
agreed to classify as Initial Management with a

zero catch limit as recommended by the Technical
Committee. Was there a seconder for that proposal?
New Zealand. Thank you. Next stock please.
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Mr. Mercer

We move now to the Bryde's whale stocks in the North

North Pacifyg
Pacific. The Technical Committee recommends classi-— Siﬁ:;s
fication of the Western Stock as a Sustained Manage- Western g

ment stock with a quota of 460. I so move.

Chairman

‘Thank you. Japan, second? Thank you.

Discussion?
All agreed? Thank you.

Next stock please.

Mr. Mercer

Next stock is the Eastern Stock of Bryde's whales
which we recommend to be classified as Initial

Management Stock with a zero catch limit.

Eastern Stock

I so
move.,
Chairman
Thank you. Seconder? Japan. All in agreement?
Thank you. Next stock.

Mr. Mercer

The next stock is the East China Sea stock of Bryde's

East Ching
whales.

The Technical Committee recommends classi- Sea Stock
fication as a Sustained Management Stock with a quota

of 19, pending analysis of availabile and new data.
I so move.

Chairman

Thank you.

Korea seconds. And we are all agreed.
We can take the next stock.

Mr. Mercer

We move now to the gray whales.: For -the Eastern North Paeis:

Stock the Technical Committee recommends classification g;zz Whale
ern §
as a Sustained Management Stock with a catch limit

of 179 with an annotation that these are available
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to be taken by aborigines or a Contracting Government
on behalf of aborigines pursuant to paragraph 11.
I so move.

Chairman
Thank you. A seconder? USSR. All agreed?
Thank you. If we move along like this we won't
have to sit here until noon tomorrow!: The Chairman
of the Technical Committee, will you proceed please?

Mr. Mercer

The next stock is the Western Stock of gray whales.
The Technical Committee recommends classification

as a Protection Stock with a zero catch limit. I
SO move.

Chairman _
Thank you. USSR, no Sweden, seconds. And we are

all agreed again? Next stock please.

Mr. Mercer

The Technical Committee also endorse the recommendation
of the Scientific Committee that non—-member nations
should be urged not to take any whales from this stock

and suggests that the Secretary should write these
nations in this regard.

Chairman

And I'm sure we are all agreed to charge the Secretary
with this responsibility. Thank you.

Mr. Mercer

There was a further recommendation to the USSR to
carry out biological collections and a historical
review of the gray whale fishery. This was also
adopted and the Soviet Union has indicated its
intention to carry out this work.

North Pacifiﬁ
Gray Whales
Western Stoc) .

T
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‘Chairman

Thank you.

Mr. Mercer

We move now to the fin whales in the North Pacific.

The Technical Committee recommends classification as

a Protection Stock with a zero catch limit. I so move.
Chairman
And a seconder? The Netherlands. All in agreement?
Next stock. France, no USA, did you ask for the floor?
USA
Mr. Chairman, I'm sorry, are we still talking about
the Western Stock of the gray whales?
Chairman
As a matter of fact we have moved to the next stock -
the fin whales. Do you want to speak about the
Western Stock of gray whales?
USA
I will be brief. We do request, as we have before,
that the Soviet Union carry out biological collections
and a historical review of their gray whale fishery -
that is, I believe, a recommendation.
Chairman
Yes, this was mentioned and the Soviets indicated
that they will do this.
gsa
Thank you, sir.
Chairman

Thank you. There might be a confusion here. This

recommendation, as it appears, and as we have dealt

bbrﬂ1pmif
Fin Whales




_ with it, is for the Western Stock. Maybe it should
é be for the Eastern Stock? Is that the point you '
wanted to make.

R

USA
Yes sir, we are interested in this information, and
1 nutritional information, that is,what the stock is
used for. A report, I believe, has been asked for;
I think the Soviet Union has agreed to provide it;
and I think this Committee should note that.

Chairman

§ Thank you, this will be corrected. We were all
agreed on the fin whales too, to put them in the i ;
Protection category with a zero catch limit, and v !

we move then to the sei whales.

Mr . Mercer

Y 2
< T

i3 Mr. Chairman, the Technical Committee recommends North Pacific|

& i

' classification of the North Pacific sei whales as Sel Whales
Protection Stock with a zero catch limit. I sO move.

% Chairman

% Thank you. Chile, did you second that? France.

% And we all agree I take it? Next stock please.

L

3 Mr. Mercer

%‘ We now movée to the North Atlantic, minke whales, North Atlanti|

% s

% for the Canadian East Coast Stock. The Technical bunkejﬂwles

£ Canadian East

g Committee recommends classification as a Sustained Coast Stock

% Management Stock with a catch limit of 48. I so

i move. '

ﬁ' i

%_ Chairman

ﬁf Thank you. Seconder? Iceland seconds this.

And we all agree. Next stock please.
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‘Mr. Merxcer

The next stock i1s the West Greenland Stock of minke

whales for which the Technical Committee recommends
a catch limit of 370.

Chairman

Do you move that this be .. . °

Mr. Mercer

I move adoption of this gquota.

Chairman

Thank you. A seconder? Netherlands. Denmark.

Denmark

Mr. Chairman, I'd like to make an amendment to the
Technical Committee recommendation, and the reason

why I do it is that as it is indicated in the Tech-
nical Committee report that the 1978 catch was lower
than usual mainly due to bad weather off Greenland

and also because of the cut down we had made in the
Norwegian gquota off West Greenland. Therefore I

find it not proper to include that atypical year in
the average and therefore I can, even I cannot get the,
certainly not get the block quota I wanted, I want

the average, but the average which results in a
figure of 394,

Chairman

Thank you. Denmark 1is proposing the figure of 394 .

instead of the Technical Committee's recommendation

of 370. Is there a seconder? Norway. Discussion.

If not, we take a vote on the amendment proposal, and
I'11l ask the Secretary to call the roll please.

North Atlan
Minke Whalg
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Secretary
Mr. Chairman, the amendment is on the North Atlantic
minke whale West Greenland Stock. The Danish
amendment of 394. I should add that I see the
Technical Committee report misses out that it was
a Sustained Management Stock, provisionally listed,
and I apologise that that has slipped. Can I ask
that that's included in the proposal? Sustained
Management Stock with a quota of 394. The
Danish amendment. This is a Schedule amendment
requiring a three-quarter's majority and the voting
starts at the USSR, abstain. UK, abstain. USa,
yes. Argentina, abstain. Australia, no. Brazil,

yes. Canada, yes. Chile, vyes. Denmark, yes.
France, no. Iceland, yes. Japan, yes. Korea,
yes. Mexico, abstain. Netherlands, no. New
Zealand, no. Norway, yes. Panama, no. Peru,
yes. Seychelles, no. South Africa, abstain.
Spain, abstain. Sweden, abstain.

Mr. Chairman there were 10 votes in favour and six
against so it ,not achieve the necessary three-quarter's
majority. Shall we go to the main proposal?

Chairman

£

£

£ Yes, please.
{

¢

? Secretary

We revert to the original proposal for the North
Atlantic minke whale stock in West Greenland which
was the Technical Committee recommendation of

Sustained Management Stock and a catch limit of 370.

i Three hundred and seventy. The voting starts at
the UK, abstain. Usa, yes. Argentina, abstain.
4 : Australia, yes. Brazil, yes. Canada, pass, later.

Chile, vyes. Denmark, no. France, abstain.
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Iceland, no. Japan, no. Korea, no. Mexico,
abstain. Netherlands, yes. New Zealand, ves.

Norway, no. Panama, abstain. Peru, no. Seychellés,
yes. South Africa, yes. Spain, abstain. Sweden,
yes. USSR, abstain. Sorry, Canada, vyes.

Mr. Chairman, there were nine votes in favour and

six against, so that also fails to gain the necessary
three—-quarter's majority.

Chairman

Thank you. Denmark.

Denmark

Mr. Chairman, if you would give me a little bit time
to reflect, you should certainly carry on with your
business - I will reflect inbetween - I will not

be happy to go out here without any quotas. Even

I am quite sure that the Greenlanders would be glad
if I would do so. Thank you Mr. Chairman, and then

I'l]l later return with a proposal if you can accept
that procedure.

Chairman

Well I'd prefer Denmark if we could proceed and try

to finalise this matter. If I remember correctly

the Scientific Committee gave four alternatives.
I think we have voted on two of them; it might be
worth while to try the other two. Denmark.

Denmark

Maybe the Chairman of the Scientific Committee could
say where we are in the Scientific Committee paper?
Actually, I think it is on page 17 in the main report,
the answers we have got there, and while we have voted
on that what was column 3, we voted first on, that

did not pass, then we voted on what is called column 2,




~ 110 -

that did not pass. My original proposal was column 4,
which did fail even in the Technical Committee, so

the last option is certainly the biggest one, which I
would like - sure, let's try a vote!

Chairman

Are you proposing?

I LT e e

Denmark
I'1ll proposing the what we call column 35, the six~-year
block quota, 2,364 (6 x 394, maximum 473). However,
Mr. Chairman, I can certainly realise that this would
probably be blocked as well. Well, anyhpw, let's
try it.

v e & R et 6 3

Chairman
; Let's first try if there is anybody wants to second

this proposal. Is there a seconder? Japan. Thank
you. The Netherlands.

Netherlands

! Mr. Chairman, I know that it is often very pleasant

3 to be with Commissioner Lemche, because he is a funny
man - he is good at jokes and I appreciate that, but

I think that in the light of the circumstances we are
in now, we shouldn't propose any jokes that will take
up a lot of time. I would urge Commissioner Lemche
to withdraw this amendment proposal, because of course
it will not get the necessary majority, and I'd rather
suggest him to go down a little on the last one we

;' voted on. I think that we would have a better chance
' to get this over with quickly. Thank you.

Chairman

Thank vyou. New Zealand.
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New Zealand

Thank you Mr. Chairman, if I could only endorse the
remarks of my colleague from the Netherlands.
Obviously there is very little gap between 394 and 370
and perhaps there is an intermediate figure like 380
which we might be able to strike a balahce at and
agree upon. Thank you.

Chairman

Are you proposing the figure of 380.

New Zealand

I would be happy to propose that, Mr. Chairman.
Thank you.

Denmark

I'm sorry Mr. Chairman, I was concerned with what my
friend from the Netherlands said. The reason why I
suggested the fourth option was certainly that if we

go, are beginning to go beyond the options, we are

going away from the options recommended by the Sci-
entific Committee, and I basically start in the Sci-
entific Committee, but I certainly under the circum-
stances take the point of the distinguished Commissioner
from the Netherlands, so I will propose a quota of 385.

Chairman

We are getting a lot of proposals now. Can the
New Zealand Commissioner amend his proposal to the
same figure so that we have one proposal of 385.

I hope there might be a concensus.

New Zealand

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
the proposal for 385.

I would be happy to second

Chairman

Thank you. Can we all agree on this figure?
Apparently we can. Thank you.
next stock please.

We can move to the
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Mr. Mercer

The next stock is the minke whale stock, East Greenland- East
Iceland—-Jan Mayen. The Technical Committee recommends gz:izrll‘;fa
classification as a Sustained Management Stock with Jan Mayen
a catch limit of 320. I so move. Stock
Chairman
Thank vyou. A seconder? Japan. Thank you. All
~agreed? Yes. Next stock please.
Mr. Mercer
The next stock is the Svalbard-Norway-British Isles ‘ Svalbard-:
Stock of minke whales. The Technical Committee has ggi:izg
recommended classification as a Sustained Manage- -Isles
: ment Stock with a quota of 1,790. I so move. Stock |
i Chairman é
d Thank you. Seconder? Norway. And all seem to :
f be in agreement. We can move to the next stock. i
? Mr. Mercer
We move now to the fin whales for the Nova Scotia North J
Stock. The Technical Committee recommends classi- Atlantic .
Fin Whales:
fication as a Protection Stock with a zero catch Novia :
5 limit. I so move. zizzia ;
g Chairman i
g’ Thank you. Seconder? France. All agreed.
z Next stock.
: Mr . Mercer
The next stock is the Newfoundland-Labrador Stock of Newfound- -
fin whales. The Technical Committee recommends i:ﬁi;&m:
classification as an Initial Management Stock with Stock

a quota of 90. I so move.
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Chairman

A seconder? Iceland seconds. And all are agreed.
Next stock please.

Mr. Mercer

The next stock is the West Greenland Stock of fin North Atlantie
. . . Fin Whales

whales. The Technical Committee recommends classi-—

fication as a Sustained Management Stock with a guota  Stock

of six, this being a provisional listing pending the

accumulation of sufficient information for classifi-

cation. I so move.
Chairman
Thank you. Seconder? Japan. Thank you. Next

stock please.

Mr. Mercer

The next stock is the East Greenland-Iceland Stock East Greenlang
. . . Iceland Stock

of fin whales. The Technical Committee recommends

classification as a Sustained Management Stock with

a six-year block quota of 1,524 with the maximum in

any one year at 304. I so move.

Chairman _
Thank you. This doesn't constitute any Schedule
amendment . S50 I guess we can, if there are no

objections, we can move on.

Mr. Mercer

The next stock is the North Norway Stock of fin North Norway
whales. The Technical Committee recommends Stock
classification as a Sustained Management Stock

with a quota of 61, provisionally listed, pending

the accumulation of sufficient information for
classification.
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Chairman
b I take it this is the same, there is no Schedule
amendment?

Mr. Mercer

This is the same as last year's.

Chairman

=130
MR

50 we can pass on if nobody objects.

AR

Mr. Mercer

¢ The West Norway-Faroe Islands Stock of fin whales. - North Atlantic
& . . . . Fin Whales

; The Technical Committee recommends classification as West Norway-

i a Protection Stock with a zero catch limit. I so Faroe Islands
: ‘ Stock

¢ move.

& Chairman

%

' Thank you. Iceland seconds, and all are agreed.

? France. You agree too? Thank you. Move on please.

Mr. Mercer

We move on now to the sei whales. The Technical North Atlantic
Committee recommends classification of the Nova Sel‘wmle?
Nova Scotia
Scotia Stock as a Protection Stock with a Zero Stock
catch limit. I so move.
Chairman
Thank vyou. A seconder? Sweden. All agreed.

We move on.

Mr. Mercer

The next stock is the Iceland-Denmark Strait Stock Iceland-Denmar
. . , Strait Stock

of sei whales. The Technical Committee recommends

it for classification - T don't see the classification -

classification as a Sustained Management Stock, with
a six-year block quota of 504, with a maximum catch

in any one year of 100. I so move.

EIRARES
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Chairman

Thank you. Seconder? Norway. Are we all agreed?

I think we are. Next stock please.

Mr. Mercer

The next stock is the Bryde's whales of the North
Atlantic. The Technical Committee recommends

classification as an Initial Management Stock with

a zero catch limit pending a satisfactory estimate

of stock size. I so move.
Chairman
Thank you. Seconder? Sweden. All agreed?

Next stock please.

Mr. Mercer

Next stock is the bottlenose whales in the North
Atlantic. The Technical Committee agreed to
continue provisional listing as Protection Stock

with a zero quota pending the accumulation of

sufficient information for classification. I
SO move.

Chairman
Thank you. Seconder Sweden, France. All in
agreement. Thank you. Next stock.

Mr. Mercer

Next stock - we now prove to the Protected Stocks.
In the case of the right whales the Teéchnical
Committee recommends classification as Protection
Stock world-wide. It also recommends that the
Secretary should communicate with the Peoples'

Republic of China urging that any catches of this
species should cease.

Chairman

I take it that you move we accept this?

North atlantie
Bryde's Whales

North Atlantjy
Bottlenose

Protecteg

Species ang
Stocks -

Right Whaleg |
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Mr. Mercer

I so move.

Chairman
USA seconds. No. Do you object? No. Iceland

can second this, and we ask the Secretary to communi-
cate with the Peoples' Republic of China. USA.

Uusa ]
Mr. Chairman, I'm sorry. This is a point of infor- Nbrthzuianty
. , Sei Whales
mation. Will you tell me what the vote was on the - recapitu-
Iceland-Denmark Strait Stock? lation
Chairman
In this Commission?
Usa
Yes.
Chairman
It was unanimously adopted to accept the recommendation
of the Technical Committee. This was some while ago.
Usa

What was the recommendation of the Technical Committee
that was accepted sir?

Chairman

The recommendation was for a six-year block quota of
504 with a maximum of 100 in any year, under Sustained
Management classification. Is there any confusion
here? I mean the recommendation of the Technical
Committee is quite clear from the Technical Committee's
report, and it was described by the Chairman and we
went through the usual Practice at the usual speed.

I'm sure everybody knew what we were doing. The
Netherlands?

1
i
|
1

o

'.I,VM___, -
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Netherlands
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I've noticed that a number
of countries here are worried about this. I myself,
I was reading the recommendation of the Technical
Committee when you asked for comments and I didn't
hear you, and the thing was passed before I knew it.
I think that happened with various other people. I
would wish that we could reconsider this vote, this
proposal. Thank you.

Chairman
Are we to start that again - to change the votes?

Is it only for this stock or shall we take the whole
thing. Norway?

Norway
It seems to me that we have already proceeded to
three new stocks and it seems a little bit late to

take up after-thoughts when we have come so much

further in our deliberations. Thank you.
Chairman
I think this is a rather serious question. I don't
want to make a ruling from the chair. Denmark.
Denmark
Mr. Chairman, I support Norway. I remember other

Commission Meeting which ended after mid-night and
that's my sleeping hour! Thank you.

Chairman

Thank you. So, unless I hear something to the
adverse I take it that we can agree to stick to what
we have adopted in this Commission's meeting.

If nobody objects to that I think we will have to
proceed. Seychelles.
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Seychelles
Mr . Chairman, I support the Netherlands.

[Long pause]

: Il
Chairman

Seychelles, did you say anything or...

Seychelles

Yes, Mr. Chairman. I said that I supported the
Netherlands. Thank you.

Chairman
You supported the Netherlands and Denmark supported
Norway so we have different views here. I don't
think we can go through this any slower than we
have been doing. Japan.

v

Japan
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Since this is one of the
recommendations coming from the Scientific Committee
and we are not amending the recommendation from the
Scientific Committee I think we should stick to what

we have done. I take it the case has been closed.
Thank you.

Chairman
Well, we have to finalise this and I hate to take you
through still another procedural vote, so if I
don't here any direct proposals to that effect T take

it that we will stick to what was agreed. Panama.

Panama

Mr. Chairman. I myself find the pace just a little
fast, and I have a hard time to follow up sometimes.

U TN RISy U A e Ay
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Chairman

Well I'm sorry if you can't follow. I thought that
we were speaking as slowly as we could afford and we
have it in writing in front of us what we are doing,
and I thought everybody would be able to follow at
least from their papers. But I still haven't heard
any direct proposals as to amend our decision. I'm
waiting, I am not trying to push you. I'm not

trying to propose anything from the Chair. France.

France

For a compromise solution possible, I propose 84

instead of 59, for a compromise position.

Chairman _
Thank you. Well I appreciate your compromise but
first we will have to decide whether we are going to
go back to this item and reverse our decision. Is

that the wish of the Commission? Netherlands.

Netherlands

It is certainly my wish, sir. I'd ask you to call

a vote, and I'd prefer this unless everybody agrees, sir.

Chairman

I would prefer a concensus on this. OK if - Spain.
Spain.

Spain
I think that to avoid the trouble we were the other
day the best thing to do is to follow your ruling and
everybody who agrees with your ruling has to give a
showing of hands. I think that would be easier A
than starting again,; calling the roll twice, and
going again through the =~ I mistaken, I think I said
that I said that, which is not very serious.
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Chairman
Thank you. I'm trying to avoid making a ruling and
I certainly hope that we can find & concensus in thisg
matter. I think it is rather serious to go back to
what we have decided on, but I, as the Icelandic

Commissioner, have no opinion and I can accept either

way. This is a procedural matter first and foremost
I think. Norway. Argentina first, sorry.
Argentina

It is all right you can do that.

Chairman

After Norway?

Argentina
It's all right.

Chairman

OK, Norway.

Norway

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. At the present time we

have already passed unanimously the agreement on 504
catch in a six-year block. It has been suggested

by France that we go back to the 59. I just want

to draw your attention to the fact that the same
proposal was put in the Technical Committee and soundly
defeated by 5 votes to 7 with 11 abstentions. I
cannot see any reason why we should go back to'voting

again as long as we already have decided. Thank you
Mr. Chairman.

Chairman

Sorry Norway. I think France proposed 84 and not 59.
Is that correct France?

France

Yes.
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Chairman

Argentina, do you still want the floor? Usa.

USA

Mr. Chairman, a point of information. Is it correct
that on a block quota that the Scientific Committee
can reconsider the issue the following ‘year, and does
it reconsider, or when there is a block quota does

it not reconsider the issue the second year.

Chairman

We have just seen the Scientific Committee and the
Technical Committee at this plenary reconsider a
block quota on the fin whales in the same area, so
I think that answers your question. It can be

reconsidered. Chairman of the Scientific Committee.

Dr. Allen

Mr. Chairman, it is the normal practice of the Sci-
entific Committee to look at all stocks every vear.

This would apply whether there was a block quota
in being or not.

Chairman
USA

USsSa

Whatever my original comment was, Mr. Chairman, I
withdraw it.

Chairman

Thank you. Can you all agree then, to let things
stand as they are? I thank you, and we can move

on, and where were we? We had just asked the
Secretary to communicate with the Peoples' Republic
of China urging that any catches of the right whales
should cease and we also agreed to classify the stock
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as a Protection Stock world-wide. Having done that
I call upon the Chairman of the Technical Committee
to proceed.
Mr . Mercer
Yes, Mr., Chairman. The next stock are the bowhead Bowhead
whales. The Technical Committee recommends that Whales
all stocks be classified as Protection Stocks with
a zZero catch limit,
Chairman
Thank you. You move to that effect?
Mr. Mercer
i I so move.
i Chairman
: Sweden supports, and we can all agree? Thank you.
Next stock please.
Mr . Mercer
Next we have the blue whale stocks. The Technical Blue
% Committee recommends classification as Protection Whales
; Stocks world-wide. I so move.
Chairman
f‘ Seconder? Denmark. Do we all agree? Thank you.

Mr. Mercer

The Technical Committee also recommends that the

Secretary should communicate with the flag country
of vessels taking blue whales in the North East
Atlantic and with the coastal states, Spain and
Portugal, pointing out the danger to recovery of this
depleted stock by uncontrolled catches.

%t
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Chairman

« And I am sure we can all adopt this recommendation too.

I see heads nodding, so we can move on.

Mr. Mercer

Next stocks are the humpback whales. The Technical

Humphagy
Committee recommends classification as Protection Stocks Whales -
world-wide. I so move.
Chairman
Thank vyou. Sweden seconds. We can all agree on this,.
Thank you. Next stock.

Mr. Mercer
Next we move to the Bryde's whales in the northern
Indian Ocean. The Technical Committee recommends
classification as an Initial Management Stock with

a zero catch limit pending satisfactory estimates of
stock size, I so move.

Chairman

Sweden seconds, and France. We all agree here too.
Next stock please.

Mr. Mercer

This would conclude the stocks which we currently
have in our report. If you wish I can proceed to

some of the other items before we go back to the
other stocks.

Chairman
I think it's probably better to finish with the
stock classifications and catch limits. So if you -

I take it that you don't have a written report for
the rest of your recommendations?
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Mr. Mercer
Mr. Chairman I think it would be probably easier to
work if I were to move  and share documents with the
Secretary for Presenting the remainder of the report
on the stocks.

Chairman
Yes, thank you, and we will do this slowly so that
everybody can follow, since now we don't have any
written report and we won't be able to obtain one.

Are you ready? Can we then proceed with the stock
classifications?

Mr. Mercer

Noxth
Yes, Mr. Chairman, the next stock is the North Atlantic Atlantic
. . Sperm
Stock of sperm whales. The Technical Committee Whales
recommends provisional classification as a Sustained
Management Stock with a quota of 273. I so move.
Chairman

3, This is the North Atlantic sperm whale stock and the
Technical Committee's recommendation is for Sustained
Management, was it initial classification? - Provisional
Classification of Sustained Management Stock with a

catch quota of 273. Is there a seconder? Denmark.
3 Denmark.
Denmark
§' Mr. Chairman, is that contained in our yellow papers?
¢
Chairman

Al ST AT
MRS 4T

No, we don't have any written report to go by now,.
We'll have to rely on the notes of the Secretary and
the Chairman of the Technical Committee and we'l]

do this as slowly as needed so that everybody is quite
clear on what we are doing.

3
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Denmark

Mr. Chairman, it would be helpful for me if you could
indicate when the Technical Committee's decision was
taken.

Chairman

It was taken at approximately five minutes past five

today! I'm still looking for a seconder to the
Technical Committee's recommendation. Japan, second.
Denmark. Thank you. Discussion? Panama.

Panama

Mr. Chairman, I want to repeat the reasons I have

already given. I think the stocks are in very bad
shape. I think that within a year or two we will
realise it. I just mentioned that this stock has

been hunted without any kind of controls foxr over

250 years and I propose zZero guota.

Chairman
We have an amendment proposal, for a zero quota,

put forward by Panama, seconded by France. What
about the classification?

Panama

Protected stock.

Chairman
Protected stock. So 1f there are no discussions
on this I think we should proceed to a vote. Before
we do so I hope you will excuse me for taking the
floor as Icelandic Commissioner, and I just want to
be very brief. I want to say that we cannot
accept the amendment proposal. The Technical
Committee's recommendation is based on the Scientific
advice which was passed unanimously in the Scientific
Committee. We now proceed to the voting . and we

vote on the amendment put forward by Panama, seconded
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by France that the North Atlantic sperm whale stock
be classified as Protection Stock, with zero catech

limit, I call upon the Secretary to call the roll.

Secretary

Mr. Chairman, this is a Schedule amendment requiring
three—quarter's majority in plenary session to set a
zero catch limit on the North Atlantic sperm whale
stocks which would be classified as a Protection

Stock, on the amendment proposed by Panama, seconded

by France. The roll starts at the USA, abstain.
Argentina, abstain. Australia, yes. Brazil, abstain.
Canada, no. Chile, abstain. Denmark, no. France,
yes. Iceland, no. Japan, no. Korea, no. Mexico,
abstain. Netherlands, ves. New Zealand, abstain.

Norway, no. Panama, ves. Peru, no. Seychelles,

T R SR Dt il i Ha it LA

ves. South Africa, no. Spain, no. Sweden, abstain.
USSR, abstain. UK, vyes.

Mr. Chairman there were six votes in favour and nine

votes against, so there is not a majority for that
amendment .

Chairman

Would you please proceed then to call the roll on
the Technical Committee's recommendation.

Secretary

The original proposal from the Technical Committee
seconded by Denmark was to provisionally list the
North Atlantic sperm whales as a Sustained Manage~
ment stock for 1980 with a catch limit of 273.

This is a Schedule amendment requiring a three-
quarter's majority. The roll starts at Argentina,
abstain. Australia, abstain. Brazil, abstain.

Canada, yes. Chile, abstain. Denmark, yes.
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France, no. Iceland, yes. Japan, yes. Korea, yes.
Mexico, abstain. Netherlands, abstain. New Zealand,
abstain. Norway, yes. Panama, abstain. Peru, vyes.
Seychelles, no. South Africa, yes. Spain, vyes.
Sweden, abstain. USSR, abstain. UK, abstain.

USA, vyes.

Mr. Chairman there were ten votes in favour and two
votes against, so that passes.

Chairman

Thank you. We'll amend the Schedule accordingly
and move to the next stock please.

Mr. Mercer
Mr. Chairman, the next stock is the sperm whale stock
in Division 9 of the Southern Hemisphere. The
Technical Committee is recommending quotas for the
years 1980, 1981 and 1982 which would be successively
550, 300, and zero, or 50 per cent, 25 per cent and
zero per cent, respectively, of the 1978 catch in

this Division. I move adoption of this recommendation.

Chairman

Thank you. This is the Technical Committee's
recommendation for Dbivision 9 in the Southern Hemis-
phere sperm whale stocks, or stock. Is there a

seconder. Peru and Norway. Discussion. USA.

USA

Mr. Chairman, am I correct that this is a one of

those or the other, whichever is the less. Is that
what that said.

Mr. Mercer

That is correct. Whichever is the lower betwezan

the numbers and the percentage figures.
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Chairman
USA

Usa
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. We have indicated a willing-
ness to support a proposal of this nature on the
assumption that the two countries involved will be
stopping whaling. Thank vyou.

Chairman

Thank vyou. Any more comments? Are we all agreed?
I can see no objections so I take it that there is

a concensus. We'll amend the Schedule. What about
the other Areas in the Southern Hemisphere?

My . Mercer

My . Chairman, for the sperm whales in Division 1, the Southern
. . . y Hemisphere
Tgohnlcal Committee recommends a quota of 30. ; Sperm Whal.

Division 1
Chairman
The Technical Committee's recommendation for Division
T sperm whales in the Southern Hemisphere is for
a catch quota of 30 and - what was the classification?

Provisionally listed as Sustained Management Stock

for this year 1980. Do we all agree. First do you
move that we adopt this Technical Committee's
recommendation? Mr. Mercer,

Mr. Mercer

I so move.

; Chairman
? Seconder, Norway. USA.
: Mr. Chairman. I believe in Technical Committee my ——

Government indicated a willingness to support this

e
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provision on the assumpﬁion that Brazil was phasing
out of whaling. The distinguished Commissioner from:
Brazil was somewhat non-committal on the subject. I
suppose that a country can phase out of whaling or

be phased out of whaling. It is the view of my
Government that Brazil ought to seek to phase out

of whaling and any vote in favour of this should not
be interpreted as a vote that we will continue to

vote for this stock. Thank you.
Chairman
Thank you. Denmark.
Denmark
I need clarification now. The distinguished Commis-

sioner from the United States has said two times that he

would support something under the assumption that those

countries would go to stop whaling. I assume that
Dr. Frank meant go. to stop whaling on that particular
stock we were speaking about? Thank you.
Chairman
Any more comments? Does Brazil or the US want to
make any comments? The Netherlands, then Brazil.
Netherlands

Yes, thank you, Mr. Chairman. I don't think that
the assumption of the USA Commissioner is, has any

basis really and this is why we would not agree to
a 30 call. Thank you.

Chairman

Thank you. Brazil, did you want the floor? Brazil.
Brazil

Thank you very much Mr. Chairman. As I said before

I could not try to convince you that the small quota
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that we normally catch of sperm whales indicates

b that we are considering at this very moment phasing
: out that particular kind of whale. But what I can
do is report back to my country.  There is no
promise whatsoever - I cannot guarantee to you what
the reaction of my Government will be, but I surely
will report to them that the Commission shows con-
cerns on the whaling of sperm whales by Brazil and
the Brazil delegation would report back when the

moment comes, I'd say next year. Thank you very much.

Chairman

g Thank you Brazil. Are there any more comments or
L . proposals. We've only got one proposal on the

‘ floor and that's the Technical Committee's recom-
mendation. Nobody wants to take the floor so -

I take it then that you want to put this to a
vote? Netherlands.

YT s
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Netherlands

ﬁ% No thank you Mr. Chairman. I was glad to hear
' the comment by the Commissioner from Brazil.

Chairman
Thank vyou. So I do take it then that there is a
concensus in this Commission to provisionally list

this stock as suggested and attach a catch quota of
30 whales to it. Thank you. Are you prepared

RATREI TN O AR ARSIy e

with the next stock. Mr. Mercer.

Mr. Mercer

Yes Mr. Chairman, the next stock is the Spain- North Atlantic
L. , Fin Whales
g Portugal-British Isles stock of fin whales. The Spain-Portugal-
3 Technical Committee recommends a quota of 143. British Isles
Stock
Chairman

And the classification?

TN

i

SR
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Chairman
In the notes we apparently don't £ind any reference
to classification. In the present Schedule I
believe this stock is classified as Sustained
Management and I think that it would be advisable
to call upon the Chairman of the Scientific Committee
and ask if he can help. I've been informed that
it's on page 22 in your report.

Dr. Allen
Thank you very much. The Scientific Committee's
recommendation, sir, was that it should be unclassi-
fied. I'm sorry I regret sir that the only copy
of my notes have gone in for typing. There was no

classification supplied by the Scientific Committee,sir.

Chairman

No classification.

Dr. Allen

No. . It was a provisional one-year catch and we did
not attach a classification to it.

Chairman

That's probably the reason why there is nothing in
the Technical Committee's notes. So we'll have to
do the classification here, and I look for proposals
as to how to classify this stock. This is the
Spain-Portugal-British Isles Stock of fin whales

and we need to classify this stock. May I prbpose
that we classify it as a Sustained Management Stock
as an initial, provisional I mean, classification?
Does anybody share my view on that. Sweden, Spain.
Thank you. We then have a proposal for clasgifi-
cation and we have a proposal for a catch limit put
forward by the Technical Committee and I am looking
for a seconder to that proposal, that was for a catch

quota of 143. South Africa supports. If there are
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no comments I take it that we are all in agreement

with the proposed classification. United States.

USA

Is this both the classification and the quota?
Chairman

Well we can take it separately if you want to.
UsA

Let me make a comment if I may, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman

Sure, go ahead.
USA

When this subject was earlier raised, I raised the
issue of using this as an opportunity to try to do
harm to what I think is one of the greatest threats

to this Commission - that is the Sierra . It is also
possible that other vessels have been outfitted and
will be whaling with the Sierra and that they will

be whaling in the area of these whales. Denmark
suggested a possibility of combining gquotas. I do
not want to raise this issue and discuss it further
unless there is a feeling among many of the Commis-
sioners that it would be useful to try that and also
if the delegation from Spain would be prepared to

try it. If there are no comments I will withdraw

my comments, on the other hand, as I've stated before,
that we have to do something to stop the Sierra. We
have not yet done anything effective to stop it -

it may be that the new regulations by Japan will stop
it but there is some indication because of new vessels
that it won't do it. I for one would like to consider
the opportunity here to do something. Thank you.



Chairman

Thank you. Spain.

Spain

Thank .you, sir. Mr. President as we said before it
was for us surprise to be asked about the possibilities
of stopping the Sierra. Of course we don't appreciate
it's actions but one thing is not to appreciate the
action of the sierra and the other is to ask the

Spanish delegation to produce in five minutes a pos-
sible solution for an abuse that has kept so many
people worried during years. Now it is Very flatter=—
ing for us to be supposed to have such a brilliant
intelligence so as to provide, all of a sudden, the
solution for a very long lasting problem. I must
apologise, and declare that we haven't been able to
find anything yet. As I told before the Commission
my knowledge is that up to now the Sierrra hasn't been
catched acting against our laws or regulations. This
is why Spain has not taken any action and why we do not -
we can say we don't know the problem.

We understand that if this ship is sighted whaling
in our sovereign waters our patrol ships shall try
to take it to harbour and fine according to our
regulation, as we normally do with other ships that
are not following the regulation. But, as far as
I am concerned I think it is very difficult to give
any security of the way we can follow to stop Sierra.
Thank you very much Mr. President.

Chairman

UsA

Thank you. United States.

Mr. Chairman, I sympathise with the delegation of Spain
in that this.issue has come up at somewhat the last
moment, and I also sympathise in the sense that a
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degree of discrimination could be alleged if it was
i, only Spain who had some sort of proviso attached to
its quota. I would be happy to drop this subject
now if it can later be discussed when the plenary
discusses the subject of pirate whaling, because the
more I think about it the more appealing it would be
to have these quotas apply not only to catches
whether or not caught by IWC members - if we are
talking about whaling within the fishing jurisdictions
of various countries. I would like to raise this
further during the subject of pirate whaling. Would
this be acceptable if I did that, at that point?
Thank you.

Chairman

Thank you. Do I take it that you wouldn't be asking
us to come back to the quota?

USA

That is correct Mr. Chairman, I would take it up as

a generic subject under pirate whaling.

Chairman

Thank you. Do you all agree to proceed this way
and adopt the Technical Committee's recommendation
for a catch quota of 143 for the Spain-Portugal-~
British Isles Stock? Thank you. We then move
to the next stock please.

Mr. Mercer

The next stock is the Southern Hemisphere sei Southern
Hemisphere

whales. The Technical Committee recommends classi- Sei Whales

fication as a Protection Stock with a zero quota.
I so move.

Chairman ——

Thank you. A seconder? France. Any discussion?
All agreed. Thank you.
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Mr. Mercer
The next stock is the Southern Hemisphere, Area VI,
fin whale stock. The Technical Committee recommends
classification as a Protection Stock with a "+~

correction, the Technical Committee recommends that

the stock be unclassified with a zero quota. I so
move.

‘Chairman
Thank you. United Kingdom.

United Kingdom

Mr. Chairman, I would like to propose the clasgifi-

cation of the stock be amended to Protection status.

Chairman
Thank you. Panama. I think it is appropriate that

we try to put this stock into one of three categories
. we have. I think that's what we should do. Japan.

Japan

Do we have the recommendation from the Scientific
Committee on this?

Chairman

I pass this to the Chairman of the Scientific
Committee. Can you explain?

Dr. Allen

The Scientific Committee, sir, did not give any

careful consideration to the question of classification;
it was more concerned that, as to the reliability of the
estimates and its recommendation simply was for a,
majority recommendation, was for a zero quota at this

time, ,sir, and it did not make recommendation about
classification. ’

Southern
Hemisphers -
Fin Whaleg
Area VI
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Chairman

Thank you. S0 we have - Japan.
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Japan

Sir, I think unclassified status the most suitable.
Thank you.

Chairman

5
i
!

3
%,
.)',.
£

Thank you. This would mean that we just have a
blank space in the Schedule instead of a classi~-
fication? There are precedents I know. Australia
seconds the UK proposal, as Panama has done. Is
there a seconder for the Japanese proposal that we
don't attempt to classify this stock. I'm sorry

o I did a mistake there,. The Technical Committee

i ' recommendation was for no classification and Japan
? seconded that,'so I take it that the UK proposal . is

an amendment to the Technical Committee's recommen-

dation? The Chairman of the Scientific Committee,
Dr. Allen.

B

Dr. Allen

Mr. Chairman, I've just looked again at the precise
words in the Scientific Committee's report. Some
members of the Committee felt that because of

certain things before any recommendation about

a change of management status could be made, "something
should be done before any recommendation about a
change in management status could be made”~ this

would imply I think that it should remain the same
status which is Protection Stock. That's the

actual wording of the report I see, sir.

Chairman
Does this information from the Chairman of the
Scientific Committee change your mind, Japan?  Or i

do you still want to go along with your proposal.
Japan.
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Japan

I'11 not contend.

Chairman

Pardon?

Japan

I shall not contend. 4

Chairman
Thank you. So I take it that we are all agreed to )
classify this stock as a Protection Stock. Thank you. S

The next stock please.

Mr . Mercer

Mr. Chairman, the next in succession in the items

considered in the Technical Committee today were some
recommendations from the Scientific Committee. There
is a recommendation on log—-book format which we under-—
stand would require a Schedule amendment and we suggest
this be considered prior to the next meeting. We've
noted research proposals from the Scientific Committee
and agreed with these in principle for a recommendation
for referring to Finance and Administration for con-

sideration when the report of the Finance and Admini-
stration is put forward.

Secretary

Sorry, Mr. Chairman, the Chairman of the Technical

Committee can't read my notes. May I read them for
you? For him?

Chairman

Please.
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Secretary
The Scientific Committee put forward a whole series Recommendation
. . . . made by
of recommendations on a varlety of subject which the Scientific
Technical Committee endorsed. These were as we Committee :

. . . Log Book forms:
mentioned, log~book format, which will require a g )

Schedule amendment and come back at the next meeting
on the Agenda. The Scientific Committee also

considered that, and the Technical Committee agreed,

% that the IWC should send an observer to a meeting
4 sponsored by UNEP. On the research side it was UNEP Meeting
pbroposed that there should be a Special Meeting on Special

Meeting on

Sperm Whales prior to the next Annual Meeting of Sperm Whales

the Commission, which would reanalyse the data on

sperm whales in all oceans. There was a proposal .
that there should be a Work Shop Meeting on the Work Shop on
. . . . Sighti
design of sighting surveys, before mid-November Sgi@;zg
this year. That £24,000 should be put into the
IWC budget for whale marking, but that the highest Whale
Marking

priority for funding would go to the computer for the
IwWC. All of these were agreed by the Technical

i
r‘l
S
2t

Committee.
Chairman

Thank you. The Chairman of the Scientific Committee.
Dr. Allen

Yes, Mr. Chairman. I think I must draw attention

to the fact that there was a qualification with regard
to the proposed Sperm Whale Meeting which does not
appear to be in the record and T believe is rather
important; and that is, that this meeting should

be held, provided that the necessary preliminary
analytical work had been done, and the Scientific

AT T

Committee has set up arrangements to monitor the

situation and determine in sufficient time whether

it will be fruitful to hold the meeting. I think T
that qualification, sir, is important.

2
1
.
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Chairman
Thank you. May I ask the Chairman of the Finance
and Administration Committee 1f they have taken
position to financing what needs to be financed,

if we adopt these recommendations?

Dr. Aron
Mr. Chairman, in terms of Sperm Whale Meeting we
have discussed this with the Japanese representative
in our Committee and they have indicated to us that
it does appear possible to associate the Sperm Whale
Meeting with the next meeting of the Scientific
Committee. There are fundamental issues here, however,
which I think should be discussed in terms of the total
Finance and Administration Report, dealing with, in
fact, the timeliness of quotas, some of which I think
are already determined through this meeting. We
have received report, both from the Scientific
Committee and the Technical Committee in terms of
proposed meetings, and we have taken them into account
in the Finance and Administration Report, which will
pass onto this group later in the meeting.

Chairman
I think what we should do at this stage is to take
note of the recommendations put forward by the
Scientific Committee and passed on to us by the
Technical Committee and I think we can all approve
them, subject to the discussions that will take
place when we get to the finance item. Is that
agreed? Thank you. Does this conclude our
deliberations for agenda item 127 and 107

Mr . Mercer

Yes, Mr. Chairman, I believe this should complete
our considerazion of those two agenda items.
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Chairman
Japan

Japan

Have we discussed the guestion of sperm whales in North

Pacific?

Chairman
No, I don't think we have. S50 I call upon the Chairman North
of the Technical Committee to advise us as to what : g;iflic
was the recommendation of the Technical Committee with Whales
regard to this stock. I hope this is the only stock

we left out.

Mr. Mercer

Mr. Chairman, the Technical Committee recommends classi-
fication of the western North Pacific sperm whale stock,
males, as a Sustained Management Stock with a guota of
1,350 with a by-catch allowance of 11.5 per cent females.
I move adoption of this proposal.

Chairman
Thank you. Is there a seconder to this proposal.
USSR. Japan. Any comments? Did we have the

classification too?

Mr. Mercer

Sustained Management Stock, provisional.

Chairman
Thank vyou. If there are no comments, I take it that
we can all agree. The Netherlands.
Netherlands
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I think there was considerable

difference of opinion about the quota which were finally
recommended by the Technical Committee and I for one

would not agree with such a high gquota and we are also



very considerate with the by-catch about the ~ con-—
cerned I should say - about the by-catch formula, so

I would wish to propose an amendment to this proposal
of 1,100 with no by-catch.

Chairman

Thank you. Japan, are you seconding the proposal?

Japan
No thanks.

Chairman

I think we should look for seconders. Sefchelles.
Seychelles.

Seychelles

Mr. Chairman we repeat our concern about sperm whales.
We don't think the scientific estimates, or the lack
of science justifies estimates, and we would support

the Netherlands compromise, it seems very reasonable

to us.
Chairman »
S50 we have had a seconder. Japan.
Japan
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I just indicated that I

cannot accept Netherlands proposal. Thank you.

Chairman
Thank you. The USA.
USA
Point of information, Mr. Chairman. Is it correct

that the footnote which is presently in the text
relating to the by-catch would apply at least to
the first proposal which is that when the by~catch
is caught all whaling operations cease.
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f Chairman
P This is what stands now and I take it, and I see Japan,

they are nodding their heads, so this is so I am under-
standing. .

UsaA
Thank you.

Chairman

10 T A A 41, V= . <ttt dea

Thank you. Any discussions. South Africa.

South Africa

I recall some long discussions which we had in Technical
about the problem of the by-~catch and I think after

a lengthy late night session we decided that it was

very difficult, if not impractical, to expect there

to be no by-catch and I think it was on that basis

that we agreed to sanction such a by-catch.

Chairman
Thank you. If there are no more comments we'll
proceed to the vote. I ask the Secretary to repeat

3. the question and call the roil.

Secretary

? Mr. Chairman, the amendment is to set for the North
Pacific sperm whale western stock,

Chairman

Sorry, Seychelles.

Seychelles
I think the South African point about the by-catch

is well taken. I think Netherlands was an error and

we would like to propose an amendment *o their amend-

B A S S I st TR T

ment that it is 1,100 including a by~-catch.
Chairman
Thank you. Does Netherlands accept this amendment

to their amendment proposal. Netherlands.



Netherlands

What percentage is the Commissioner for the Seychelles
pProposing.

Seychelles

The same percentage as is given for the higher Japanese
estimate.

Netherlands
I think it should be lower.

Chairman

This is eleven and a half per cent. Can you accept
this Netherlands?

Netherlands
We don't like it, Mr. Chairman. I couldn't say that
we could accept that. No.

Chairman

You can not? Well, can you go along with it although
you don't like it?

Netherlands

I would rather have either a vote on my proposal, or
there may be another possibility. It is up to the
other Commissioners.

Chairman

Well, I think it is up to the Seychelles whether they

want to second your proposal without this footnote.
Seychelles.

Seychelles

To simplify it Mr. Chairman we make a new proposal
altogether. That is for an 1,100 with a by~-catch
of the same percentage.
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Chairman
Thank you. Is there a seconder to this proposal?
Australia. New Zealand seconds it too. So we
have an amendment to the amendment proposal, and we
will now be voting for the quota of 1,100 with eleven

and a half per cent by-catch provision. The Secretary
will call the roll.

Secretary
Mr. Chairman, the vote will be on the amendment to
set the catch limit for the North Pacific sperm
whale western stock at 1,100 males, but included
within this figure there may be a by~catch of females

L ERTR

% not to .exceed 11.5 per cent and all whaling operations
i .
5 are to cease when the by-catch is reached. 1,100
%b males with the same by-catch provision as before.
§ The vote states at Australia, yes. Japan.
g Chairman
Japan has raised a point of order.
4 Japan
é I think only put "whaling for this species ceases"
g should be the correct language.
%
: Chairman
If this comes under the appropriate heading in the
Schedule I don't think there will be any confusion.
Can we proceed then?
Secretary

Mr. Chairman, the proposal is 1,100 males, plus
a by-catch provision of 11.5 per cent females and
all whaling operations for this species are to

Cease when the by-catch is reached. The vote starts
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at Australia, yes. Brazil, abstain. Canada, abstain.
Chile, abstain. Denmark, no. France, yes. Iceland,
no. Japan, no. Korea, no. Mexico, yes. Nether-
lands, abstain. New Zealand, yes. Norway, no.
Panama, vyes. Peru, no. Seychelles, yes. South
Africa, abstain. Spain, abstain. Sweden, yes.

USSR, no. UK, pass. USA, vyes. Argentina, abstain.

UK, abstain.

Mr. Chairman there were eight votes in favour and seven
against, so it fails to achieve the necessary three-
quarter's majority.

Chairman

We will then next be voting on the Netherlands pro-
posal.

Secretary
The Netherlands proposal Mr. Chairman, was for a
catch limit of the same stock, the western North

Pacific sperm whales, of 1,100 males with no by-catch.

Chairman

Netherlands

Netherlands
I wish to withdraw that proposal.

Chairman
Thank you. We are left with the original recommen-—
dation of the Technical Committee for a catch gquota
of 1,350 with 11.5 per cent by-catch provision.
I guess that we should take a vote on this, or is

everybody agreed. Does anybody want a vote? Panama.

Panama

We wish to have a vote.
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Chairman

We will have a vote then. The Secretary please.

Secretary

Mr. Chairman, the proposal is the original recommen-
dation of the Technical Committee that the western
stock of North Pacific sperm whales should be classi-
fied provisionally for 1980 aé a Sustained Management
Stock, with a catch limit of 1,350 males, and included
within this figure there may be a by-catch of. females,
not to exceed 11.5 per cent and all whaling operations
for this species are to cease when the by-catch is

reached. 1,350 with a by-catch provision. The roll

i starts at Brazil, yes. Canada, vyes. Chile, abstain.
E. Denmark, ves. France, no. Iceland, yes. Japan, yes.
- Korea, yes. Mexico, abstain. Netherlands, no.
? New Zealand, abstain. Norway, yes. Panama, no.
e Peru, ves. Seychelles, no. South Africa, ves.
! Spain, abstain. Sweden,yes. USSR, yes. UK, pass.
i USA, abstain. Argentina, abstain. Australia, abstain.
! UK, ...
g UK
%; Mr. Chairman I shall give my vote and then explain
é when you have given me the opportunity.
§_ Chairman
g; Sure.
%j Yes.

Chairman

Thank you.
Secretary

UK, yes.
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Mr. Chairman there were 12 votes for and four votes
against and therefore that achieves the necessary

three-quarter's majority to amend the Schedule.

Chairman

UK

The United Kingdom.

Mr. Chairman, I must make my position clear.. It is
very, very late. I have strict instructions but I
felt that in the circumstances that it would be
better for us to achieve some decision on this quota
rather than reach a position in which we would have
the possibility of no quotas set at all, but I must
add my reservations and I wish to have them in the
record that I still believe that there are dangers
associated with the concept of the by-catch, and
last year I re-iterated those dangers, I mentioned
those dangers, and I asked specifically that the
Scientific Committee should study the by—-catch
principle and alternatives to it. I regret . .to

say, due to no fault of the Scientific Committee,
this was not undertaken, but I would make my request
again because I have severe reservations about this
principle. Thank you.

Chairman

usa

Thank you. The United States.

Mr. Chairman, I too would like to explain my vote.
I would have preferred a lower number on sperm whales.
My Government has expressed its concern about this
number and also about the by-catch. However, it has
become clear during our discussions over the last

two days that any lower number than this would have
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been blocked and we would have ended up with no

quota for sperm whales in this area. My Government
would not approve of leaving this meeting without a
quota, that would have meant that we would have
unregulated whaling, and therefore we have abstained
on this vote. I do want to re-iterate the views of
the distinguished Commissioner from the United Kingdom

that we too are concerned about the by-catch problem
and believe over the next year that should be resolved

in some other fashion, perhaps by raising the size

limit on whales, if that is feasible. At some point
the distinguished Commissioner from the United Kingdom
might explain also his pass. Thank you.

Chairman

Thank you. Japan.

Japan
Well, I'll be very brief but I think I have to object
to the use of"unregulated whaling"when there is no
decision made at this meeting.  As far as the Govern-
ment of Japan is concerned we have no intentions to
leave our whaling unregulated even if there is no
decision made. I have to strongly object to the
term "unregulated whaling" as it may defer to our
case. Thank you.

Chairman

Thank you Japan. I think you are both right. If
we don't have quote we have unregulated whaling,
but it doesn't necessarily mean that we have unreg-
ulated whaling! I hope that we have now dealt
with all the classifications and quotas and

thereby agenda items 10 and 12, and I suggest that

weé move on to our next agenda item, which would

S

be agenda item 14, "Review of aboriginal/subsistence
whaling." Sorry we haven't dealt with 13 yet, have we?

SR S S S N

W
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Mr. Mercer

Mr. Chairman, the Technical Committee considered that

most of the substantive discussion under item 13 took

place under other agenda items, except for one matter
which would be referred on to a later plenary item,

which is not included in the report of the Technical
Committee.

Chairman
Thank you. In which case we shall deal with agenda

item 14.

Mr. Mercer

Mr. Chairman, with regard to item 14.2.1 and 14.1, © Bering Sea
the Technical Committee recommends amendment to 3;’1;222‘1
Paragraph 11 of the Schedule to apply a quota of

18 landed or 27 struck, to the Bering Sea Stock

of bowhead whales. There 1is a second recommendation

which is a resolution contained on Document IWC/31/30.

I move adoption of these recommendations in my

capacity as Chairman of the Technical Committee.

Chairman

Thank you. Do they necessarily go together or do
we take one at a time?

Mr. Mercer
These could be considered in either manner. In the

Technical Committee they were dealt with independently.

Chairman

So I propose that we deal with these two recommendations
independently in this form too, and I wonder which
one we should take on first. The recommendation?

Mr. Mercer

Mr. Chairman I would suggest we first deal with the
guota recommendation.
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Chairman
So that's what we'll do. We've heard the Chairman
of the Technical Committee move that the recommen-

dation contained in paper - we have a paper don't we?

Mr. Mercer

Paper number 30.

Chairman

Paper number 307

Mr. Mercer

- 1s the resolution. The amendment is specified in
the text of the draft report of the Technical Committee.

Chairman

It's taking me some time to find the baper - I hope
I'm not the only one! I hope everybody has now got
the paper number 30 in their hands, and I am looking

for a seconder that we adopt the Technicail Committee's
recommendation to adopt this resolution. Is there

a seconder? We are taking the resolution first,
which is contained in the document number 30.

Anonymous

I thought we agreed we were doing the numbers first.

Chairman
OK, if that's your pleasure, we do that. I think
there is some merit in taking the numbers first.

So, I call upon the Chairman of the Technical Committee
to describe the numbers again.

Mr. Mercer

Yes, Mr. Chairman. The proposal is that paragraph
11 of the Schedule provide for a take of the Bering
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Sea stock of bowhead whales not to exceed 18 landed
or 27 struck whichever occurs first. This is for

the year 1980. I move that as Chairman of the
Technical Committee.

Chairman
Thank you. Do we have a seconder? Denmark.
The floor is open for discussion. If there is no
discussion - Australia.

Australia

Mr. Chairman, in the Technical Committee I gave the
reasons why Australia feels that the only safe course
is for a zero kill of bowhead whales from the Bering
Sea stock. In the light of the very late hour, I

don't want to take too much time of the Commission,

but I would emphasise the very strong opinions that
have been expressed in the Scientific Committee
report and the verbal report by the Chairman of the
Scientific Committee, and in the report of the Tech-
nical Working Group on aboriginal whaling and in

expressions of concern for the survival of whale

species by national leaders. We believe that the
Commissioners cannot ignore the very real danger that
this species is on the brink of extinction. The

species appears likely to be exterminated by further
killing, a killing which we all know is inhumane,
wasteful and, we believe, against long-term cultural
interests of the eskimos. I do not believe the
people of the United States would condone such catas-
trophe. I think the Commission will have little
credibility left if, for the fourth time, it ignores
the warnings of the Scientific Committee and our
scientific experts in this field. Accordingly, I
move that a quota of zero be set for the next year.

Whilst I would not wish to restrain delegates in any
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way I do hope that no further amendments will be
made to this motion, since T believe that at this
critical time for the bowhead species it is important

to see where countries stand on this matter.

Chairman

Thank vyou. We have had an amendment proposal from
Australia for a zero catch and I look for a seconder.
New Zealand. United States.

Mr. Chairman I apologise for taking the floor because
of the time. I will be brief. This subject is one
of extreme importance to my country. Members of
Congress in the Unitedq States, members of the Executive
Branch and the population at large are very concerned
about this stock of whales. Furthermore, we are

very concerned about the aboriginals involved and

we, as this Commission, believe that an appropriate
balance has been struck in the past by the IWC in
protecting the interests of the whales and also the
aboriginal peoples. I will not move to amend this
proposal, to what the proposal of the Working Group

on this subject was, a proposal to which my country
subscribes, Several countries in a Working Group
were kind enough last Year to draft a rather sophisti-
cated and comprehensive regime on this subject because
of the concern of this Commission that there be a
regime. Those countries recommended & quota of

20 and 27. There was a minority view of that Working
Group but it was a minority view that that figure was
too high. I will not propose it again because it

has already been voted On once, I do not believe it
would pass again, even though my Government would
support it, and I do not wish to take additional

time of this Commission. I will be voting against
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a zero quota in spite of my concern for these whales.
It is my view that a vote for a zero quota in this
case is a vote against aboriginal peoples and a vote
against the bowhead whales. I believe more bowhead
whales will be killed with a zero guota than they will
with a reasonable quota. I believe the struck and
lost ratio will be worse with a zero quota, than it

will with a reasonable quota. Thank you Mr. Chairman.

Chairman

Thank you. Are there any more comments? So we'll -
Denmark.

Denmark

I'd like to second the US proposal or amendment.

Chairman

The US didn't put forward an amendment proposal as
I understood it. The US.

USA

Mr. Chairman I did not - perhaps my statement was
confusing - I would have liked to put forward that
proposal I believe, simply because of the time, the
hour, I will refrain from doing so. I believe that
20 and 27 is unlikely to prevail because it has
already been subject to a vote and while there were
a number of supporters for it, it did not reach the
necessary three-quarters. Therefore it is my
understanding that the proposal, the lower proposal
of 18 and 27 has been recommended by, and seconded,
and an amendment of zero has been broposed and I an
prepared to see that vote.

Chairman

Thank you. If there are no further comments -
I call on the Secretary to call the roll, please.
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Secretary
Mr. Chairman the amendment to the proposal is that
there should be a zero figure for the bowheads.
That wording does not exactly fit into the Schedule
and I take it that you are proposing deletion of

the provision in the Schedule and we'll worry about
the wording later?

Chairman

Yes.

Secretary

The intent of this amendment is to not allow a catch
of bowhead whales in the Bering Sea Stock in 1980.
Proposal, the amendment by Australia, seconded by
New Zealand. This is an amendment to the Schedule -
it requires a three quarter's majority, and the roll
¢ starts at Canada, pass. Chile, no. Denmark, no.
? France, ves. Iceland, abstain. Japan, no. Korea,
‘ pass. Mexico, pass. Netherlands, yes. New Zealand,
yes., Norway, abstain. Panama, yes. Peru, pass.
Seychelles, vyes. South Africa, abstain. Spain,
abstain. Sweden, abstain. USSR, no. UK, abstain.
USA, no. Argentina, pass. Australia, vyes. Brazil,
abstain. Canada, abstain. Korea, abstain.

Mexico,
no. Peru, no. Argentina, no.

Mr. Chairman there were six votes in favour and eight
votes against, so the amendment fails.

Chairman

Which brings us to the original proposal of the Tech-
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1 nical Committee. Seychelles.
Seychelles
% Mr. Chairman we have as much concern for people as

we do for environment ang wherever people are catching
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whales for their own use and doing so with traditional
equipment, a vital part of their culture, we support
this, as long as the take does not endanger the sur-
vival of a Protected species. When the future of

the people and of the whale are in cbnflict we would
have to suggest that the pPeople might have to exercise
some restraint, and we would like to Propose a motion
which demonstrates the concern of the Commission, that
the gap between whales struck and taken should be
reduced. We therefore accordingly propose a limit

of 18 taken and 24 struck.

Chairman .
I'm sorry Seychelles, we cannot allow amendments to the
proposal now. We have had a proposal, we have had
that amended; we have had an amendment proposal, and
it is the practice in this Commission not to allow
amendment proposals once we have taken vote on one
of the amendments. We'll first have:to see what
happens to the proposal we have on the table. IE
that fails to achieve the necessary majority, of
course you are free to propose whatever you like,
but not inbetween the votes on amendment and an
original proposal. Thank you. New Zealand do
you want the floor? Thank you. We'll then
proceed to the original proposal and I call on the
Secretary to call the roll.

Secretary
Mr. Chairman, the recommendation by the Technical
Committee was to amend the Schedule so that for the
year 1980 the take of the Bering Sea Stock of bowhead
whales shall not exceed 18 landed or 27 struck, which-
ever occurs first. Again Mr. Chairman, I have to
point out that that wording does not exactly fit in
with the style for the Schedule but we'll do that
editorially. The intent of the amendment is to set
the limit in 1980 at 18 landed or 27 struck, whichever
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occurs first. This is a Schedule amendment requiring
a three-quarterts majority, and the roll Starts at
Chile, ves. Denmark, ves. France, pass. Iceland,
yes. Japan, vyes. Korea, yes. Mexico, ves.
Netherlands, no. New Zealand, no. Norway, abstain.
Panama, vyes. Peru, vyes. Seychelles, no. South
Africa, no. Spain, vyes. Sweden, yes. USSR, pass.
UK, abstain. USA, yes. Argentina, ves. Australia,
no. Brazil, abstain. Canada, abstain. France,
abstain. USSR, yes.

Mr. Chairman, there were 13 votes in favour and five
against, so that it failed to receive the necessary
three-quarter's majority to amend the Schedule.

Chairman

Thank vyou. Seychelles, do you want to make your
Proposal now.

Seychelles

Thank you Mr. Chairman. Yes I would like to make
the proposal that I set forth just now.

Chairman

Will you repeat that please.

Seychelles

18 struck - 18 taken, I beg your pardon Mr. Chairman,
and 24 struck.

Chairman
Thank you. Is there a seconder? If there is no
seconder to this proposal, it means that we will either

be looking for another proposal or leave this without
@ quota regulation. Australia.
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The distinguished delegate from the USA talked about
the reasons last year why we came to the last year
quota. I think, if we look at the year before that,
1977, the quota was 12 killed or 18 struck, and I think
some of us feel that we aimed too high last year, and

I wonder if we could get a concensus for going back,

or get some feeling, for going back to the 1977 figure
of 12 killed or 18 struck?

Australia has proposed figures of 12 struck, 12 landed

or 18 struck. Is there a seconder to that proposal?
New Zealand. Comments?

Mr. Chairman, I would like to explain why I am going
to vote against this figure. When this figure was
originally adopted by this Commission, taking into
account the population of bowhead whales, that popu-
lation was concluded to be about 1,000 or 1,200
animals. A subsequent scientific survey, which is
a very good survey, and which we believe is very
accurate, show that the bowhead whale population

was approximately twice that. Consequently this
Commission, the next year, raised the number to 18
and 27, although the population had been increased
100 per cent by estimate, the number of bowhead
whales had been increased by this Commission by six.
I believe that was a reasonable quota. Last year
the eskimos in the United States were disappointed
in the quota allowed to them. We have had
compliance for one reason or another. I do not
believe we will have compliance with a quota of 12
and 18. But furthermore, I do not believe that
that quota is fair and my Government will not be
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telling eskimos in the United States that that quota
tis fair if it is passed in this Commission. Thank you.

Chairman

Thank you. Any more comments. Australia.

Australia

I feel I must point out to the distinguished Commis-

sioner from the USA that the Scientific Committee
had the value of that research to which he is refer-
ring and the Scientific Committee based partly on
those research results, made it very clear that they

were recommending a zero catch, and you know this is
the reality of the situation. I do not think it
does the bowheads, I don't think it does the US any
good, to put this species at risk to the extent that
we are doing, to the extent which the Scientific
Committee have identified. I think it's most impor-
tant that we get some solution but clearly if we -
stick with the kind of figures that we have been
Operating on,ﬁthis species is doomed and I, as a
Commissioner, do not want responsibility for the
extinction of what the President of the United States
of America calls magnificent and unique animals.

Chairman

%j Thank you. New Zealand, and then the USA.

New Zealand
Thank you Mr. Chairman. I think I should also add
my comments to those of the Australian Commissioner.
I think, as will have been obvious from our earlier
votes on this item, that it is only with the greatest
of difficulty that we find ourselves able to support

a recommendation for 12 and 18, even though we appreciate




the work of the Technical Group, the Working Group.
We appreciate also the tremendous amount of research
which the United States has done. All the same,

all our sympathies go with the Scientific Committee
and its profound concern to which, this year, it has
added an extra dimension, and therefore it is only

in the interests of trying to find a solution at this

late hour that we are prepared to support the Austra-

lian suggestion. Our instinct is to take us towards
a zero quota. Thank you.
Chairman

UsA

Thank you. United States.

Thank you Mr. Chairman. I suppose everyone here has
read the Scientific Committee report and I therefore
again extend my apologies for referring to it as this
hour. The Scientific Committee said that if one
accepts certain assumptions there was a great risk.

I don't know the precise language after the assumptions
language - I wish to focus on the assumptions language
at the moment. Those assumptions are assumptions
that I do not believe we can yet accept. We have
undertaken a three-year programme of scientific
research which we have not completed. Our last year
count was not as satisfactory as we would like, in
fact it was very unsatisfactory because of adverse
weather, and my delegation does not believe that one
can take any assumptions from that count and we so
stated when we presented‘the report. I do not
believe that one should accept assumptions.  Even

if the assumptions are accepted there is a risk to
this stock, and we admit that risk. We are not
suggesting to this: Commission that there is not a
risk. The question is, whether we wish to take that
risk. We have, in addition to an endangered species
of whale, an endangered stock of whale, here, an

endangered culture. Let me refer also to the fact
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that thisESubject has been studies a great deal by
several countries in ‘a Working Group set up by this
‘Technical Committee. We are going against the

wishes of that Working Group in a number of fashlons
here. Admittedly, the Comm1581oner5 that are doing .
that were not party to the Working Group, I wish they
had beéﬁréérty to the wWorking Group, but we are
upsetting what the Working Group recommended to the

Technical Committee and what the Technical Committee
recommended to the plenary.

I do not accept the quota, Mr. Chairman, of 12 and 18.
I repeat that I think it is not only bad for eskimos
and will not complied with, and my Government will
not tell eskimos it is fair, but I also believe it

;Z is not good for the whales because of what will

23 result. I believe that thé-struck/lost ratio will
be substantially worse than it has been in the past
with this kind of a count, and indeed a substantial
larger number of whales will be struck and either
taken or not taken, if that guota is passed. I
suppose at that point the United States would be
recommending, or informing this_éommission, that
there had been violations, perhaps technical
violations, to this quota,; and we do not want to do
that.

Mr. Chairman, I have some difficulties with the idea
of decreasing the ratio between struck and lost,
because I do not know in practice whether the ratio
can be reduced. That is, I cannot practice it.

We have had some honesty here today.  The distinguished

delegate of Brazil in a dialogue with me expressed
honesty and while I wish he would have said something

else he was very honest in what he said. I cannot
in all honesty say that a reduced ratio will work.
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I would like to amend the proposal of 12 and 18, to
18 taken and 26 struck. -

Chairman

Thank you. Australia, then Koréa.

Australia

Mr. Chairman I am very concerned about some of the
things that have just been said. I would like to
point out to the Commissioners that on several occa-=
sions tonight the d%;tinguished Commissioner from the
USA has suggested the Spanish Commissioner should do
something about controlling the Sierra. This is in
rather marked contrast with when he suggested that
the USA cannot do something about controlling its
own‘citizens. I Fhihk we' can't have that kind of
double standards, and I think because there is debate
about what the Scientific Committee said, I suggest,

sir that we ask the Chairman of the Scientific Committee
to read out exactly what the conclusions of the

Scientific Committee were so that there is no debate
and rno question.

Chairman

While I frankly don't think it is necessary to have

the Scientific Committee report read to us -~ we've
all read it - I'm sure...
s
Australia

But,.sir, I think the Chairman should read it out

because, you know, we've had it denied what the

Scientific Committee recommends. I think it should

be read out very clearly. It will only take one

minute.

Chairman

OK. The Chairman of the Scientific Committee.
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Dr. Allen
Thank you, sir. This is the first paragraph of
section 12.1 of our report. "The Committee recon-~
firms its recommendations at its Canberra, Cronulla
and Cambridge (1978) meetings‘that from a biological
point of view the only safe course is for the kill
of bowhead whales from the Bering Sea Stock to be
zero. It also believes that if present estimates
Oof gross recruitment rate are accepted, then the
population will decline, even in the absence of
catches. "

Chairman

Thank you. Korea has asked for the floor, and
then South Africa.

Korea
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The question facing us
is not figure whether increased or decreased. What
matters at this late hour is our will to negotiate
so long as we admit aboriginal regime. As in
1979 quota for this stock was 18 landed or 27
struck, we had better recognise the need to whale
this stock on the basis of the previous year's record.
Therefore we are in favour of 18/26 as compromise.
Thank you.

Chairman

Korea has then seconded the US proposal for 18 and 26
.and I give the floor to South Africa.

South.Africa
Mr. Chairman, this is an extremely difficult problem
that we face. I think that we have been told, for
four years now I think it is, the Scientific Committee

has been warning us, about this untenable situation

Ty
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and therefore I don't place very much emphasis on

the fact that the Technical Committee Working Group
came up with figures of 20 and 27, but I think the
issue here is not to argue about one or two whales,
because as far as I am concerned I don't think that
this is really the essence of the problem. The
problem which faces me is that I feel very seriously
we have to heed the warnings of the scientists but

I also acknowledge that this is in fact more a people
problem than a whale problem, and I can go along

with some numbers but what worries me is that in sub-
sequent years we will always be facing the same
problem. Now possibly the resolution which the
United States has submitted will, to some extent,
solve this problem but at this point in time I do

not have that confidence, so Mr. Chairman I think we
can argue about numbers but I think we have, must use
a more imaginative, either a more imaginative solution
to this problem, or else we must have some commitment
on the part of the United States that we will not be
faced every year with having to decide between the
whales and the people. Somewhere along the way we
have got to resolve this problem.

Chairman
Thank you. United States.
Uusa
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I understand very well the

dilema of the distinguished Commissioner from South Africa
He and I have discussed this subject a good deal and

I share his concern. I furthermore share his concern
about this subject not being discussed, as it is now,
again many times over. This Commission shared that
concern, and this Commission established a Working

Group to establish a regime so that this would not
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happen.- I think we'd best take some time to think
about that regime for a moment. Several countries
worked for quite some time on that regime. They
concluded that at the time we knew net recruitment,
we should base a quota on that recruitment, it would
be an automatic quota based on the facts we then knew.
We do not know net recruitment at the present time,
so they felt we could not use that figure. Until
that recruitment was available they believed a per-
Centage of stock size, which was becoming more clear,
should be used, and we have that in the report.
However, some Commissioners were concerned that we
should not adopt that regime based on present know-
ledge and therefore they recommended a two-year
quota of 20 and 27. In other words I agree, and

I think this Commission agreed, and certainly the
Working Group agreed, with the South African
Commissioner, and I am prepared to commit myself to
supporting the regime, and indeed that is what the

resolution does. I do not know whether the present
regime that was negotiated by the Working Group is
the right regime. Some people have expressed con-

cern about the figures, and I think when that regime
is reviewed in two years that those figures may need
to be changed, and if our facts show that this stock
is smaller than we think it is, or not in a Shape
that we hope it is, then my Government will be in
favour of reducing those figures.

The distinguished Commissioner from Australia has
referred to the Scientific Committee report again.
Mr. Chairman, I'm sorry, I know you would like not
to have references to that - I can understand your
feelings in light of the hour. However, he has
made some comments about it and his colleague, the

Chairman of the Scientific Committee also has made



some comments. I think some people may be con-
cerned about those comments and therefore I would
like to read verbatim a paragraph in the text of the
Scientific Committee report, so that Commissioners
can then base their judgements on the risk. Let

me say again that I do not deny there is a risk.

What we have been doing is balancing the risk

against the risk to an aboriginal people.

“Breiwick, Chapman and Mitchell estimated the initial
size of the Bering Sea bowhead stock at 14,000 to
25,000 while Mitchell estimated it as 18,000 animals.
The best estimate of the present population is now
taken to be 1,783 - 2,865 whales with a mean of 2,264,

"The present population is therefore a small fraction
(9-16%) of its initial size.

"If it is accepted

(1) that the best estimate of gross recrultment
is 2.5 to 3.5% of 2,264 or 57-79 calves annually

(2) that the total removals in the Eskimo fishery
(assuming 50% of animals struck and lost subse—
quently die) averaged 45 annually for the six
year period 1973-1978

and given that the composition of the catch is mainly
(90%) sexually immature, with an equal sex ratio, then
a very high proportion of the recruitment to the adult
stock has been removed over these years. On this
basis a reduction in recruitment can be expected

within the next few years, in which case the population
will decline.™

Let me emphasise two elements of this. Two assumptions

have to be accepted. We do not recommend that they be
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accepted on the basis of the evidence we have vet,
because that evidence was so poor it may well be
Erue. We simply do not recommend it yet; and
secondly,¥a reduction in recruitment can be expected
within the next few years" ~ now under those circum-
stances is it improper to allow eskimos to take a
limited amount of whales, 18 to 26 this year. Even

18 and 26 is a reduction and the eskimos will have
to be told a reduction has occurred.

I am sorry Mr. Chairman, there is a good deal more ??
evidence,we also had a Committee who looked into the

need of the eskimo community for cultural reasons.
I could read it but I will not, I encourage everyone

to read it. It was a very thorough report and I
think it presents the case extremely well. It
expressed our concern for the eskimos. I ask others

of you to have that same concern as we do for the

whale stock. Thank you.
Chairman

Thank you.  Ausfralia.
Australia

I will not take too much but I really think that
what has just been read out supports the Australian
argument that there is a real threat here. I think
the USA Commissioner recognises that threat. He
does refer to the Technical Committee Working Group.
I should point out that only eight countries were
represented on that group. Of the 24 participants
13 of them were from the USA. I don't think that
was a very comprehensive group. I think that they
did the best they could but I don't think they neces-
sarily covered the range of feelings and opinions
that are represented around this table, but at least
the Scientific Committee did cover that wide range
and had the benefit of this Technical Committee report
and no one can deny that they came out with the con.

clusion that this species is under threat and any
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further take may cause it to become extinct.

‘Chairman
Thank you. If there are no more comments I think
we' should now proceed to vote on the figures we
have on the table and the first vote would be for
the figures 18 landed and 26 struck. USA amendment,
sSeconded by Korea. The Secretary pPlease.

Secretary
Mr. Chairman the amendment for the Commission is
to amend the Schedule, paragraph 11, and I would
ask for ease of convenience if you are reading your
Schedule that we are going to have wording to say
that”In 1980 hunting shall cease when either 26 have
been struck or 18 landed." That is the same form
as exists in the Schedule at the moment with the
insertion of the words 26 struck or 18 landed."
It requires a three-quarter's majority to amend
the Schedule and the roll starts at Denmark, yes.

France, abstain. Iceland, ves. Japan, ves.
Korea, yes. Mexico, vyes. Netherlands, no.

New Zealand, no. Norway, abstain. Panama, no.
Peru, yes. Seychelles, abstain. South Africa,
abstain. Spain, yes. Sweden, yes. USSR, ves.
UK, abstain. USA, ves. Argentina, vyes.
Australia, no. Brazil, abstain. Canada, abstain.
Chile, vyes.

Mr. Chairman there were 12 votes in favour and
four against, so that is the required three-quarter's
majority to amend the Schedule.

Chairman
Thank you. Is there anything else under this
agenda item. The Chairman of the Technical Committee.

Would you wish to report to us?
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Mercer

Mr. Chairman there is also the matter of the

resolution which was proposed. It is document number

31/30.

Chairman

Mr.

Mr.

I trust that everybody has got document number 31/30

in their hands and I don't think it is necessary to
have the Chairman of the Technical Committee read
the word, the recommendations of the Technical Com=-
mittee. Do I remember correctly that this was
passed with unanimity in the Technical Committee.

Mercer

The resolution Mr. Chairman, was brought forward
by concensus in the Technical Committee. There
may be some minor suggested amendments. There

was certainly some discussion among, between these
two delegations.

Chairman

Thank you. Are there any amendments to the
resolution? bo Commissioners wish to propose,
Oor are we still unanimous in adopting this
resolution?

Mercer

Mr. Chairman Canada did have some minor changes
which were to be discussed. They may prove to be

agreeable. I do not have the copy of the original
document at the moment.

Chairman

Were these matters of substance or only editorial
changes that you were making?

Resoluticr
on Bowhead
Whales
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Mr. Mercer

It might perhaps be better for the US to consider that.

Chairman

While the US is trying to clear their positior, I
wonder if there would be any problem with the final
sentence on the first page where it is stated that
"The Commission will review the regime, the scientific
analysis, and the status of the Bering Sea bowhead
stock at its Annual Meeting in 1981." We have

only set quota for one year, and I wonder if this

is contrary to what we have done. The USA.

USA
Mr. Chairman I'm not sure to which sentence you are
referring to. Could you =2

Chairman
The last sentence on the first page. The bottom line.
My question is if by accepting this wording we are
accepting not to review the bowhead stock until at
the Annual Meeting in 19871. The USA.

USA
Thank you Mr. Chairman. Could you read that sentence )
and then I can tell you the answer that is, as it
will appear.

Chairman

Yes, I'll read the sentence. The sentence goes as
follows: "The Commission will review the regime, the
scientific analysis, and the status of the Bering
Sea bowhead stock at its Annual Meeting in 19871."
and my question is that if we adopt this now that we
are thereby adopting that the status of the stock
should not be reviewed until 1981. The USA.
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Uusa
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I think that this sentence
refers to the fact that in 1981 it will be reviewed
in a way, for the purpose of considering the regime.
It was not the intent of the authors of the regime
that it be considered until then because it was felt
that at that time, information would be adequate.

I do not think the Scientific Committee or the Commis-
sion should be precluded from considering this issue
any time it wishes to do SO, certainly before 1981.

If I may take the opportunity while I have the floor
to do two other things. I have reviewed the
corrections by the distinguished delegate from Canada
and find them acceptable. They are improvements -
I do not know however, whether my acceptance of them
is adequate. The delegate from Australia was
interested in this although it is not the provision
which he added to it that has been changed. He,

Or others, may wish to look at it. I don't know
how to proceed on this. These are minor changes.

I feel éonfident that others will agree to them.

I don't know what to do in light of the hour.

Having said that I would wish to thank the Commission :
for taking the patience to hear me out on this issue 1
which obviously is of grave concern to my country. ' :%
Thank you. |

Chairman

Thank you. Korea.

Korea
Thank you Mr. Chairman. While recognising the need
to establish aboriginal regime, we however propose .
to postpone the construction of draft resolution , “\-“§{
submitted by the United States until the next vyear, |
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for the reasons that we have not ample time to review
the implications contained in this resolution.
Thank you Mr. Chairman.

Chairman

Thank you. Denmark.

Denmark

Thank you Mr. Chairman. If T am correctly informed
Korea was a member already before the 1 January this
year. Right? And the resolution is just an extract
out of the Working Group report which was circulated .
after the Technical Committee Working Group on aboriginal
whaling held in the beginning of April and at least in

my office I have received this resolution as well as

the report around mid-April. Thank you.

Chairman

Australia

Australia

Sorry. I am completely puzzled now what's happened.
I've previously seen a document which I think the USA
delegation had submitted and we'd considered and it

was given IWC/31/25 and this was very specific -

Chairman

No, we are looking at document number 31/30.

Australia

Yes, but the point is that this, this almost wipes

out IWC/31/25. I just can't understand it because
the thrust of IWC/31/25, which I understood was the
position the USA was taking, that next year there
would be another look by the Scientific Committee

at this bowhead position, and that it was, there

were, various things put into this document, like that
if, and when, the Scientific Committee can establish
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reasonably the state of the recruitment, all of

that sort of thing has been taken out. I just don't
understand what's going on. I may have been -
Chairman

The USA can you explain to us please?

usa
I hope so Mr. Chairman, but maybe I'll have to ask for
some help from Canada here. A document was distributed
earlier, which was slightly modified by the distinguished
delegate from Australia. It was then distributed in
draft form. In any event it ended up as IWC/31/30.
That document was distributed and then passed by
concensus by the unanimous vote of the Technical
Committee. Since then, however, there have been
some, what I would call technical changes by Canada.
I wonder if Canada would be willing to withdraw those,
even though I subscribe to them, in light of the hour,
1f Canada has the understanding that the US delegation

PLECNE N T

that the US will support making those changes, if this
is the text that is finally used for the regime. I
think that the changes are good, I am simply worried

about the hour. This document includes a very im=-
portant change included by the delegate from Australia
& because of his concern at some point that a regime

v should not go into effect, and it also includes some
changes by, to reflect the views of the distinguished
delegate of Canada because of his concern that the

precise regime may not be correct. Now it is correct
that this did replace 25, 26 and 27 and as you stated,
that I agree with what you stated a minute ago.

Now look I'm sorry for taking up all this time.
All I know is that this document was passed unanimously
by the Technical Committee. It reflects the concept

that we should, in two years, look to see whether we
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should have a regime; it reflects the concept that

we may not have a regime at that point because some
people may not want it; it reflects the concept that
we do not know what the provisions of the regime would
be, although we do have provisions drafted by the

Working Group. Thank you. :
Chairman !
Thank you. I think there is possibly some slight ;

confusion as to what language we would like to adopt

and I would like to propose now that we take a short
pause for 15 minutes or so. We have been sitting

here now for three and a half hours almost and I am

sure that people would like to stretch their legs a
little bit, so I propose that we break for 15 minutes
and I ask the US, Canadian and Australian Commissioners
to get together during this pause and try to straighteﬁ'

this out. So we'll be back in the plenary session
in 15 minutes.

FOURTH PLENARY SESSION IS ADJOURNED
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Chairman
Will you take your seats please so that we can go on?
May~I call the meeting to order, please? We'll con- -
tinue our discussion on agenda item 14. We were
discussing the paper number IWC/31/30, a resolution
which was passed to us unanimously from the Technical
Committee. Apparently there was some confusion with
regard to the year span of this resolution. We have
adopted a catch quota for the Bering Sea bowheads for
the next year, 1980, but this resolution is geared
for two years - 1980 and 1981. I don't think we
should let this confuse us too much though because,

of course, everything is under revision every year
and I think we can just leave this until the next

éj Annual Meeting to be revised. Does Australia have
any problems with the resolution as it is worded,

Oor can we adopt the paper 31/30 as it is? Australia.

Australia

Mr. Chairman, the paper 31/30, could I suggest a

& slight modification. At the bottom of the Ffirst

: page, under "Now therefore, the Commission hereby

é ' resolves as follows" the third line from the bottom -
I would like to suggest that that needs4to be
changed, in the light of what you have just said,

to "The Commission will review this proposal for

TN R A A

a regime". I'm suggesting that we include "this
proposal for a..." so the sentence will read "The
Commission will review this proposal for a regime,
the scientific analysis, and the status of the

Bering Sea bowhead stock at its Annual Meeting in
1981."

Chairman

=
ﬁ‘ Thank vyou. Is this change in the language accep-
3 table to the US.
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4
USA 3
Yes. e
Chairman
I hope you can then all agree to adopt this resolution
as it stands. Canada?
Canada
Mr. Chairman. There were those minor technical
amendments which Mr. Frank referred to. Perhaps we
could adopt those - I believe Mr. Frank has the
document.. I don't know that it would be necessary
to view these over again in the plenary.
Chairman

I'm sure we do all have every confidence in the
Canadian and the US delegation to make these tech-
nical, or editorial, amendments. So I take it
that we have then accepted the resolution contained
in the paper number 30. Thank you.

We still have some points to discuss under this

agenda item 14, and I call upon the Chairman of the
Technical Committee to report.

Mr. Mercer

Yes, Mr. Chairman, there is a further recommendation
from the Scientific Committee that efforts be made
to confirm the validity of the recruitment rate and
distribution of bowheads. It was suggested, and
the USA, USSR and Canadavindicated that they are
prepared to co-operate in research programmes.

Mr. Chairman the next item under 14 is a recommen-

Green}_and
dation from the Technical Committee that the exemption gzsi:°f-
pback

for a Greenland catch of 10 humpback whales be removed. Whales

I so move as Chairman of the Technical Committee.
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Chairman

Thank you. Is there a seconder to the Technical
Committee proposal that exception for 10 humpback
whales in the Greenland waters be removed from the
Schedule? The Netherlands. Any discussion.
Denmark, and then Australia.

Denmark

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. In light of the late

hours I shall not prolong the discussion. I'm sure
you all know about the Greenland catch and the im-
portance that the humpback whales do have in some
special municipalities in Greenland. I see very
many similarities between the Greenland humpback
situation and the United States bowhead situation.
Even I also, to be fair, do see some differences
which I maybe did not explain this morning. The
differences relate to the cultural aspects. I have
understood from when we were discussing bowheads that
the Alaskan eskimos attach a very special feeling for
the bowheads and I don't think that the Greenlanders,
who have a bigger variety of prey to hunt, do attach
to humpbacks. Anyhow, the meat it important for
subsistence and I can simply not carry a Zero gquota
for humpbacks back to Greenland. If I would do so

I might come into the same kind of troubles as the
distinguished delegation from the United States was
speaking about when we discussed the bowhead problem.
So, it is definite Mr. Chairman that Denmark is going
to oppose this and I would like you to -~ I not like to
prolong the discussion any more - I just suggest Mr.
Chairman that you take a vote on it. Thank you.

Chairman

Thank you. Any more comments? Australia.
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Australia

Mr. Chairman, it's my understanding that meat and

products of these whales are to be used exclusively
for local consumption by the aboriginal or the in-
digenous people. I wondered if the distinguished
delegate from Denmark could reassure this Commission
that in fact none of the whale meat sold in Denmark
comes from these protected humpback whales. I would
be grateful for his assurance that any whale meat,
for example in Copenhagen, does not originate from
any of these humpback whales; that they are purely
used for local consumption.

Chairman
Thank you. Denmark.

Denmark
Yes, Mr. Chairman. I appreciate the question from
the Australian delegation. This very rare meat is

exclusively used for human consumption in Greenland

and the whale meat you see in Copenhagen comes, I

think, from Norwegian minke whales. Thank you Mr.
Chairman.

Chairman
Thank you. Any more comments? If not we'll proceed
to the vote. I ask the Secretary to repeat the

question and to call the roll please.

Secretary

Mr. Chairman the proposal from the Technical Committee,
seconded by the Netherlands, is that the exemption in
the Schedule paragraph 11, whereby "10 humpback whales
not below 35 feet (10.7 metres) in length, per year

is permitted in Greenland waters provided that whale
catchers of less than 50 gross register tonnage are

used for this purpose, is deleted. The exemption
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permitting 10 humpback whales to be taken is to be
deleted. This is an amendment to the Schedule; it
therefore requires a three-quarter's majority of
those voting. The roll starts at France, pass.
Iceland, no. Japan} no. Korea, no. Mexico,
abstain. Netherlands, yes. New Zealand, vyes.
Norway, abstain. Panama, yes. Peru, no. Seychelles,
ves. South Africa, abstain. Spain, absent.
Sweden, abstain. USSR, no. UK, abstain. usa,
abstain. Argentina, abstain. Australia, vyes.
Brazil, abstain. Canada, abstain. Chile, no.

Denmark, no. France, yes.

Mr. Chairman there were six votes in favour and seven
against so the motion fails.

Chairman

Thank you. As the Schedule is written it is a
continuous exception so if there is no proposal then
the exception will stand in the Schedule as it has

£ been. So if I hear no proposals I take it that we
leave the Schedule as it is. Thank you.

AT T RN ST

Are there more points under this agenda item. Mr.
Mercer.

N D G w4,

it Mr . Mercer

i Mr. Chairman, there are three recommendations from Scientific

' the Scientific Committee that steps should be taken Committee .

L Recommendatio:
: to reduce the deaths due to net entrapment off the on Humpback

' coasts off Canada and the USA; that the Secretary Whales

communicate with flag countries believed to be

LAvMe, G Oy

taking humpbacks in the north—east Atlantic and
with the nations, Spain and Portugal, off whose

e e

coasts these vessels are Operating, pointing out
the danger posed to the recovery of this depleted
stock; and that the status of the species off Peru
be thoroughly investigated.
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Chairman

Anything else under this agenda item?

Mr. Mercer
I think that completes this agenda item, Mr.
Chairman, in terms of action required by the plenary.

Chairman *
Thank you. We have then concluded our deliberations ;
on agenda item 14 and we move then to agenda item 15,
and I call upon the Chairman of the Technical Committee
to introduce this item.

Mr. Mercer
Yes, Mr. Chairman, there were a series of proposals Small :
by the Small Cetaceans Sub-committee of the Scientific Cetaceans §

Chairman

Mr. Mercer
Yes, that appears immediately after agenda item 14,
in the draft Technical Committee report.

Chairman

Thank you. I take it that we can all adopt these

recommendations of the Technical Committee. Yes.

Committee, including one which involved an amendment

to the Schedule, to list two species of small cetaceans.
The Technical Committee recommended that the matter
should be referred to the next Annual Meeting. In

the meantime Contracting Governments should seek advice
of their position on the matter.

Sorry, I was carried away. We have this on a piece
of paper don't we?

Are there any discussions on these recommendations
of the Technical Committee? Chile.
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Chile
Mr. Chairman, it is only to say that this recommen~
dation for the Contracting Governments to seek legal
advice on their position, I suppose applies to those
Governments that may be doubtful about their own

position, which is not the case of the Chilean
Government, Thank.you.

Chairman

Yes. Any more comments? If not, I take it that
we adopt the recommendations of the Technical

Committee on this agenda item, and we can move to
the next one.

Mr. Mercer

Mr. Chairman, I missed on one point under agenda

Proposed
item 14. Under 14.3 there is reference to a Workshop on

Arctic and
Workshop on Arctic whaling and subsistence whaling, Subsistence
which was proposed last October to the recent Whaling

meetings in the US and the meeting of the sub-committee.
There were no specific recommendations from the

Scientific Committee or Technical Committee.

Chairman
Thank you. Since there were no recommendations
from the Technical Committee on this particular point,

I take it that we don't see the need for this Workshop

to be held and we let this point die from our agenda?
Argentina.

Argentina

Please Mr. Chairman, could you be so kind as to explain
me if we are dealing with item 15, Small Cetaceans.

Chairman
Yes, Argentina. We just went back to point 14.3 and o
I don't think there is any action required there. I

don't think anybody of us wants this Workshop to be held.
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We just wanted to make sure that there was nobody
who wanted this Workshop.

Argentina

Right. But did you give before number 15 or not yet?

Chairman

We then come back to the 15 yes, and we have a concensus
in this plenary I think to adopt the recommendations

of the Technical Committee with regard to agenda item 157
Argentina.

Argentina

Sorry, Mr. Chairman, I asked for the floor sometime
ago. I'm afraid you see me asking for the point 15,
and I didn't like to interrupt the speaker.

Chairman

I apologise.

Argentina

No, it's all right. I'm sorry to say that. Maybe
the Secretary could note of the reserve of Argentina
concerning the whole of this point and the decision
of the Technical Committee please?

Chairman

Yes.

Argentina

Thank you.

Chairman

The Secretary of the Commission.

Secretary

Mr. Chairman there seem to me to be so many delegations
who reserved their position in this respect that I call
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them "several" rather than naming them all.

Chairman

Argentina

Argentina
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. May I ask then why we

are taking a resolution when several countries are
making a reservation?

Chairman

That's a good question. I think that it was the
general understanding that people could accept the
resolutions with reservations. They didn't directly
object to what was being proposed. They had reser-
vations and they adopted the recommendations with
reservations. Is that correct? The Chairman of

the Technical Committee?

Mr. Mercer

Mr. Chairman, I don't quite understand the point that's
being made now. The decision as I understood it under
15 was that the item would be referred on to the next
meeting to give those nations which wish to consider
their positions opportunity to do so. There were

several statements of position made.

Chairman

Exactly, this is the recommendation that's to refer
it to the next meeting, not just to forget all about

it. Argentina.
Argentina
Sorry, Mr. Chairman, again. The recommendation is

only to say that the Commission will deal again with
the problem next year without saying anything about
the question. Is this right?
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Chairman

Yes, this is my understanding.

Argentina

All right. Thank you very much.

Chairman

So we all agree that this be so reflected in our report?

Yes. Can we move on please. The Chairman of the
Technical Committee.

Mr. Mercer

Yes, Mr. Chairman. Under agenda item 16 there were Meeumgoni
no recommendations to be brought forward to the plenary. ".gﬂzzzmu
S

Under agenda item 17, the Scientific Committee has
recommended a meeting on Behavioural Studies in
relation to assessment and management. There was

a proposal considered in Technical Committee for a
two-stage meeting which would include the Scientific
Committee Workshop recommended by the Scientific
Committee followed by a discussion of the broader
implications of the subject of the ethics of killing
cetaceans. The USA has offered to investigate the
possibility that it's Government would host such a

meeting before the next Annual Meeting of the
Commission.

"Chairman

Thank you. Australia.

Australia

Mr. Chairman under agenda item 17, I don't know whether
everyone has got the paper - Proposal for a Meeting

on Cetacean Behavious and Intelligence. We have

tried - I think the paper has been circulated -~ and

just simply by way of trying to help with the development
of this workshop, because we felt there was some

confusion. We have tried to spell out how it might
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be arranged. Essentially the first part, to be

a scientific meeting concerned with the cetacean
behaviour and intelligence, is relevant to cetacean
management. The second part, to deal with cetacean
assessment and behaviour and intelligence, is related
to the killing of cetaceans. I don't know if every-
one has got a copy of this paper.

Chairman

There is no number on this paper is there?

Australia

No. I had that prepared by some US delegates, although
it says Australia.

Chairman
It's headed agenda item 177 Proposal for meeting
on cetacean behaviour and intelligence, with the

name Australia in brackets)? Is that the paper?

Australia

Yes that's right. I think it has been generally
distributed.

Chairman
Yes, I think so.

Australia
We are suggesting one slight addition to that paper.
In the second paragraph, the second line, we are
suggesting that after "cetacean" we believe that the
Scientific Committee would prefer to see "cetacean
assessment and management".

Chairman

Thank you. I'm told that the Finance Committee
has taken account of this proposal but we still
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haven't approved, of course, the Finance Committee's
recommendations, and I wonder if we could approve
these proposals, subject to later approval of the
Finance recommendations of the necessary funding?
Argentina?

Argentina
Thank you Mr. Chairman. I see in the third para-
graph an amount that the Commission have to pay in
order to co-sponsor this meeting. Is this right?
I mean is the Committee considering some kind of
procedure to decide the people and the structure
and so on, of this meeting? I mean the Secretary,
Dr. Gambell, will be intervening in preparing all
that and putting to the consideration of the Commis-
sion as a whole, or just sending some letter - I
mean how does the member could know about this
meeting in the near future?

Chairman

I guess the Secretary will -write circular letters.
Is that what you do, Mr. Gambell?

Secretary

Yes.

Argentina

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman

Can we approve this recommendation, subject to later
approval of the necessary funding? I think so.
In which case I think we should move on.

Mr. Mercer

Mr. Chairman, the next item is item 18, humane killing.
There are nine recommendations which were proposed
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by a Working Group of the Technical Committee, which
were approved by the Committee with several notes
made concerning them. I would propose that we not
read the nine recommendations which extend over about
two and one half pages of the report. They are
contained in the report of the Technical Committee
Working Group on Humane Killing, which met in
Cambridge, July 4 and 5. The annotations made by
the Technical Committee are as indicated in the

draft report of the Technical Committee.

Chairman

UK

Thank you. Has everybody got that paper? If so
I don't think it is necessary to read all the
recommendations. I think they were unanimously
passed in the Technical Committee and I take it

that we still have a concensus. United Kingdom.

Thank you Mr. Chairman. I would like to make a point
at this stage about my Government's attitude towards
humane killing. As I have already made‘:clear my
Government has the greatest concern about the humaneness
of the present techniques for killing whales. That
our concern is justified I consider is borne out in
the report of the Working Group which was adopted by
the Technical Committee. I draw your attention,

in particular, to page 4, paragraph 3, which I shall
guote. "The Working Group understands that at
present the best available method for killing large
whales is the explosive harpoon, but believes from

a humane point of view that it leaves much to be
desired. In the case of the small whales, improve-
ments of or alternatives to the present cold grenade
method are desirable."

We therefore welcome the recommendation in the report
that a Workshop should be held within the next yvear
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to discuss ways of improving present techniques.to
the explosive harpoon and I think we really must
make special efforts to find alternatives to the
explosive harpoon. We find, in particular, the

use of cold grenades particularly distasteful and

we do note with satisfaction that the Working Group
have recommended their prohibition for killing all
species of whales larger than minke whales. That's
in one of the recommendations of the report.

I should alsco like to express the hope that the
Working Group makes as one of its priorities

research into ways of avoiding the use of the cold

grenade also for minke whales. Thank you Mr. Chairman.
Chairman
Thank you. Any more comments?

USA

It may be necessary to go through the Working Group's
recommendations one by one. There seems to be some
action required with respect to some of them and I

wonder if it would be appropriate to go - take them

one by one and see what there needs to be done. The USA.

Mr. Chairman, my delegation supports strongly the
recommendation and the discussion by the distinguished
delegate from the United Kingdom, and we are concerned
about minke whales because of the form of killing that
takes place with respect to them. We do congratulate
the Government of Australia for sponsoring the enquiry
into whales and whaling which it has undertaken, and
making the report of Sir Sydney Frost, Chairman of

the Enquiry, available to the Commission. We believe
that these efforts lay important ground work for the
study of humaneness of whaling and we are pleased to

see these first steps in an important programme of
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research which the Scientific Committee has recommended.
We support the research programme whose objective is
a systematic investigation of killing techniques

particularly the rapidity of unconsciousness and death.
: Thank you.

Chairman

R ek e e e e

Thank you. You will note from the report of the

Technical Committee, recommendation 2, that there
is need for a specific proposal to be developed and
I think we'll have to go, we'll have to take the

sub-Committee's or the Working Group's report, take

the recommendations there one by one and see what

You've all got the paper in
hand. I refer you to page 5. I don't think we'll
have to take all of them. I refer you to page 5.

I think it would be a lot easier to .have the
Secretary explain what he needs to do,
want him to do. What do
to do, Dr. Gambell?

action is required.

what we
you want us to tell you

e e e e B e e e

Secretary

A

Mr. Chairman, if there is to be any further advance

in the study of humane killing the proposals put
forward by the Working Group and endorsed, with

comments, by the Technical Committee need to be
carried through by this pPlenary session. The
report of the Working Group on page 4,
recommendation is that more data,
are required,

the first
specified data,
and we need to ensure that those

data are collected in the coming seasons, otherwise

we have to wait a whole year before we have any

information. S0 I would suggest that we make a

resolution, or an arrangement, at this meeting,

that these data are submitted by whaling operations.

Chairman

I think we can all agree on that. We do.



- 189 -

Secretary

The second recommendation was that a similar research
programme to that carried out by PRrofessor Rowsell
.should be done also on a small~type whaling operation
where cold grenades are used, and the Technical
Committee indicated that there is a need for specific
proposals to be developed. We need to make those
proposals. Last year at this time when a similar
arrangement was recognised countries came forward

by offering personnel and facilities and we need to

do something similar now, unless we are going to take
another year.

Chairman

Thank you. Is anybody going to step forward and

do the same kind of offers that were made last yvear?
If none of the countries engaged in the minke whaling
believes that they can offer to arrange for the
facilities for such a research programme, we'll

have to postpone it until next year I guess. Last
year it was Iceland that offered facilities to do such
research on the Atlantic whales. Speaking as an
Icelandic Commissioner we have some difficulties in
offering again the same thing for the minke whales
research because of the nature of our minke whale

fishery. It will be very difficult to - Japan.

Japan

Thank you Mr. Chairman. We are at the moment exploring
the possibility of working with, to develop a programme

between the pelagic fleet and the University of Tokyo

to conduct similar observations, like done by Professor

Rowsell. 50 I think this should ~1I hope this could
be done.

Chairman
Thank vyou. So we don't necessarily have to decide

on the programme now and just hope that countries who
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could start a programme would indicate to the Secre-
tariat as soon as they are ready and the programme

would get started then. Is there anything else
Dr. Gambell.

Secretary

Mr. Chairman, numbers, recommendations number 3 and 4

1 are taken care of, or can be taken care of. We

should note that recommendation 5 invelves an amend-
ment to the Schedule, but there was the proposal in
the Technical Committee that whaling nations be

encouragedl to act in the spirit of the recommendation
in the meantime.

Chairman

I think we can adopt that and no specific action is

reguired. This will be reflected in our report.
Australia.

Australia

Mr. Chairman, as Chairman of the Committee that
looked at the humane killing, I feel I should draw
the attention to the Commission, that whilst it was
seen that the killing of large whales was inhumane
for a significant proportion of the whales killed,
particular concern was expressed about the effect
of the killing procedures that are being used to
kill the smaller whales, and particular the minke

2

,.\

whales. And it was suggested that these were
extremely inhumane and that there was an urgent need
that something should be done about this. And so

the first sentence of recommendation 5 is that
"The use of the cold grenades for killing all whale
species larger than minke whales should be
prohibited.™ I think there was a general feeling
that we should be looking at what are the killing
procedures for minke whales and because of the
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reluctance of some of the nations involved to carry ;
out this kind of study that Professor Rowsell was IE
indicating. I believe that the Commission should
try to bring some pressure to improve the methods
of killing of the smaller whales because of the in-
humanity that's involved.

Chairman
Thank you. We don't have any proposals for a
Schedule change to this effect, as I understand it,
so I think all we can do is just to take note of
what has been said and what has been recommended
and we'll have to give it further consideration.
Then I think we can endorse the rest of the recom-
mendations contained in this paper on the same basis.

Thank you. Can we proceed then to the next agenda item?

Mr. Mercer

Mr. Chairman the next agenda item is number 19. Prior reviey
of Scientifi,

There is a recommendation from the Technical Committee Permits

with regard to prior review of scientific permits.
We are proposing the addition of a new paragraph to
Section VI of the Schedule. This paragraph is a
fairly long one which is contained in the report of
the Technical Committee. Do you wish me to read it
in full? It is a Schedule amendment.

Chairman

In the trust that everybody has got the paper in front
of them I don't think it is necessary to read it all,
and if I hear no objections I propose that we adopt

this recommendation of the Technical Committee for
Schedule amendment. Does Japan have any legal problems
with such a Schedule amendment? I think that's

recorded in the Technical Committee report. Japan.
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Japan
Yes, we have the legal problems to have this incor-
porated in the Schedule. Since we .are doing the same
thing as provided in the Rules of Procedure as in the
Scientific Committee, we still think that this
Schedule amendment is not necessary.

Chairman

Thank you. This issue was voted on in the Technical
Committee and in the light of what we have heard from
Japan I guess that we'll have to proceed to a vote.

A Schedule amendment needs three-quarter's majority
votes in the Commission and if I hear no further
comments I'll ask the Secretary to put the question
and call the roll. Dr. Gambell.

Secretary

Mr. Chairman, the proposal before the pPlenary session
is to insert an additional paragraph in Section VI
of>the Schedule, that is the section headed "Infor-
mation required”. This paragraph is written out

in the Technical Committee report under plenary agenda
item 19 and has the purpose of ensuring that scientific
permits are reviewed by the Scientific Committee before
a Contracting Government issues themn.

Chairman
The Netherlands.

Netherlands

Thank vyou. Nobody asked for a vote Mr. Chairman.

I don't think we need one really. The Commissioner
from Japan has just stated that he thinks that the
amendment isn't necessary. I understand that he
could live with it. I haven't heard any other
comments Or a request for a vote. I propose that
we ... Korea.

This page is followed by 1923
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Chairman

Have you finished?

Netherlands
Yes, thank you.

Chairman

Thank you. Korea.

Korea i
Thank you Mr. Chairman. We are willing to reject
the recommendation.

Chairman y

You are going to accept or reject?

Korea

Reject.

Chairman

Reject, so we have heard two countries saying that

they cannot accept this recommendation. I think
the proper thing to do is to put it to a vote, unless
we want to abandon making .this Schedule

amendment.

Secretary
Mr. Chairman. The Schedule amendment requires a
three-quarter's majority and the roll starts at Iceland,
ves. Japan, no. Korea, no. Mexico, abstain.
Netherlands, yes. New Zealand, vyes. Norway, ves.
Panama, ...

Panama

Could we ask what is the vote about?
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Secretary

The proposal before the Commission is to insert into
the Schedule Section VI - Information Required ~ the
requirement for a Contracting Government to "provide
: the Secretariat with proposed scientific permits

! before they are issued in sufficient time to allow
the Scientific Committee to review and comment on

: them. The proposed permits should specify:

(a) objectives of the research;
(b) number, sex, size and stock of the animals to
be taken;
(c) opportunities for participation in the research
by scientists of other nations: and
(d) possible effect on conservation of the stock.
"Proposed permits shall be reviewed and commented on
by the Scientific Committee at Annual Meetings when
possible. When permits would be granted prior to
the next Annual Meeting, the Secretary shall send the
proposed permits to members of the Scientific Commit—

Y Y b e

tee by mail for their comment and review. Prelimi-
nary results of any research resulting from the permits
should be made available at the next Annual Meeting

v of the Scientific Committee." That is the proposal.

é' Panama

i .

%‘ ExXcuse me, and our vote 1is yes.

g

8 Secretary

% Yes. Peru, pass. Seychelles, ves. South Africa,
ves. Spain, abstain. Sweden, ves. USSR, no.
UK, ves. Usa, yes. Argentina, abstain. Australia,
ves., Brazil, pass. Canada, yes.. Chile, abstain.
Denmark, abstain. France, yes. Peru, no. Brazil,
abstain. Iceland. Have we had Icelandg? Iceland

was the first one, sorry.
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Mr. Chairman, there were 13 votes in favour and four

against, so that is the necessary three—quarter's
majority.

Chairman

Thank you. I take it then that we have disposed
of this agenda item. ‘Can we move to the next please?
Chairman of the Technical Committee?

Mr. Mercer
Mr. Chairman, the next agenda item is item 20,
prohibition of whaling by operations failing to supply
all data stipulated. In the draft report of the
Technical Committee there is a recommendation for a
change in the Schedule to incorporate a paragraph
which is contained on the bottom of the page. Do
you wish me to read the paragraph in full?

Chairman

I don't think that's necessary. Everybody has got
the paper I am sure. Please indicate if you don't.

You propose that this Schedule amendment be adopted
by the plenary.

Mr. Mercer

I so propose.

Chairman

Seconder? Netherlands, New Zealand. Any objections?
Japan.

Japan

Yes, sorry, we are discussing on item 20, yes?

Chairman

Yes.
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Japan
The proposal "It is forbidden to use" and so on and
SO on? Right?

Chairman

Yes, that is correct.

Japan

In which case I like to request a vote.

Chairman

We'll comply with that request. The United States.

USA

Mr. Chairman, briefly I would like to speak out in
favour of this proposal. It is one that was discussed
fully in the Technical Committee and therefore I think
that all of its elements need not be reviewed. It
basically provides that if data as required is not
supplied then the entity which is not supplying it,
not the country, but the entity.-a catcher, a station -
will not get a quota. As everyone here knows we have
had some difficulty in some cases with not getting
information from some who are involved in whaling.

The Government of Japan happens to be one of them
which is very good in providing that information and

I think this Commission should commend it for that.

I am sorry that it was unable to find this provision
acceptable. Our original proposal was unacceptable
to a number of countries -~ we made some changes so
that it would become acceptable to them. Those
changes include the fact that the requirement is

that only for one year will the quota be denied, or
not less than one year, rather; that only substan-
tially all of the information need be provided; and
further that the prohibition does not go into effect
if the failure to submit the information was beyong
the control of the factory ship, whale catcher or
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land station. I think this is a very reasonable

resolution and I encourage everyone to vote for it.
Thank vyou.

Chairman

Thank you. Japan, Korea, and then Chile.

Japan

Well sir, it is very simple. Our objection is
simply on the legal grounds. The Government of
Japan will see to it despite the objection to this
Schedule amendment, that all the information re-—
quired under the Schedule continue to be provided
to the International Whaling Convention. So I
would like to make it very clear that our objection .

to this Schedule amendment is entirely on legal grounds.

Chairman.
Thank you Japan. Korea.
Korea
Thank you Mr. Chairman. The provision of information

Chair

Chile

is one thing and the imposition of punitive measures
is another. This Commission is going to be an
organisation to legislate international law which
affect domestic laws. As I previously intervened,
we cannot accept this idea and the move; we cannot
accept this motion to be included in the Schedule;
we cannot accept the manner in which it is included

and amended in the form of Schedule. Thank you
Mr. Chairman.

man
Thank vyou. Chile.

Mr. Chairman, we appreciate the efforts done by the
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United States delegation to adopt this draft resolution
amendment of the Schedule. I too agree the objections
raised by a number of delegations. However, I would
point to the very disturbing element that this and

previous recommendations, and previous changes in the

amendment like the one we have just passed, are intro-
ducing; upsetting the balance between those elements
that exist in the Commission's authorities and on the
othef-side the new concepts of the Law of the Sea
which is now Customary international law. It is

from the point of view of the sovereign rights of

the state, or the coastal state, that my Government
cannot accept this amendment and objects most formally,
and makes the most formal reservation to whatever
decision may be taken on this matter. Thank you

Mr. Chairman.

Chairman
Z Thank you. Are there more comments? If not...
£ Argentina.
ﬁ Argentina
Thank you Mr. Chairman. I would like also to make

a statement concerning the programme, the national
jurisdiction and particularly the Law of the Sea.
We are always dealing with a matter which is in

the age of some jurisdiction in international law.
This is the reason my delegation like to state very
; formally as well, that any of the provisions we

é have taken in this way may affect the right of the
3 state on his own waters and other provision of the

§ Law of the Sea are considering an international
: law approved at the current moment. Thank vyou.

Chairman
Thank you. Any more comments? If not I'1l ask
the Secretary to put the question.— we have a

proposal on the floor-andsubsequentlycall the roll.
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Secretary .
Mr. Chairman, the proposal is to insert a new
paragraph into the Schedule which appears in full at
the bottom of first page of plenary agenda item 20
in the Technical Committee report, forbidding the
use of whaling vessels for one year, which fail to
provide the data required under Section VI of the
Schedule. This is an amendment requiring a three-
quarter's majority of the votes case. The roll

starts at Japan, no. Korea, no. Mexico, pass.
Netherlands, yes. New Zealand, yes. Norway, :
abstain. Panama, yes. Peru, no. Seychelles, ?
yes. South Africa, abstain. Spain, abstain.
Sweden, ves. USSR, later. UK, yes. USA, yes.
Argentina, pass. Australia, yes. Brazil, no.
Canada, vyes. Chile, no. Denmark, abstain.
France, ves. Iceland, yes. Mexico, abstain.
USSR, no. Argentina, no.

Mr. Chairman there were 11 votes in favour and seven

against, so that did not reach the three-quarter's
majority necessary.

Chairman
So it means that we will not amend the Schedule to
this effect and I believe that this has exhausted
our deliberations on this agenda item. Can we move

to the next? Chairman of the Technical Committee.

Mr. Mercer

Yes, Mr. Chairman. The next item, number 21, Revision of

Revision of the Schedule by Lawyers. -The the Schedule
by lawyexs

Technical Committee received a comprehensive report

from the Technical Committee Working Group. This

report has been distributed. It is suggested by

the Technical Committee that the report be accepted
in the Commission and that comments from Contracting
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Governments should be invited during the coming year
so that proposals may be debated at the next Annual

Meeting. I soO propose.
Chairman
Thank you. Seconder? Iceland can second this.

I think we are all in agreement to adopt this
recommendation. Argentina.

Argentina

This is 21st you are dealing with?

Chairman

21st, yes.

Argentina

S50orry.

Chairman

Do you have any difficulties with it, Argentina?

Argentina
I'd like to check two words, I'm SOrry. It's all
right everybody.

Chairman

Thank you. Next item please.

Mr . Mercer
Thank you. The next item is item 23 - New
International Observer Scheme. The Technical
Committee had a Working Group which convened to dig-
cuss this. The Working Group produced document
IWC/31/5WG. This report contains a series of
recommendations which were endorsed by the Technical

Committee. These are to be found on page 5 of the
Working Group report. .

New Internal
Observer
Scheme
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Chairman
I guess that people are reading the recommendations
which are rather lengthy. I think the proper way
of handling this, if the recommendations are acceptable
to the Commission, then we would probably ask the
Secretary to correspond with the Governments and
inform them about these recommendations and ask
them to comply with them. Chairman of the
Technical Committee.

Mr. Mercer
Yes, Mr. Chairman. In looking at these recommen-
dations contained in the Working Group report the
pPlenary should also look at the draft Technical : _
Committee report. There is a page that was cir- ;

culated some time ago with the heading Plenary Agenda

item 23 - New International Observer Scheme. This

has one paragraph and there was a further circulation
of additional material today which contained amend-—
ments to recommendations 4 and 7 as they were adop-
ted by the Technical Committee.

Chairman

Can you please tell us what these recommendations
are so everybody is clear.

Mr. Mercer

Do you wish me to go through them one by one?

Chairman

Yes please.

Mr. Mercer

The first one is "All whaling operations by Commission
members should be subject to observation under the
International Observer Scheme.
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Chairman

I'm sorry, I don't think it is necessary at this

late hour. Does everybody have the paper? I
think so. If everybody is quite clear on what we
are doing I think we can adopt them as a whole.

o
ST
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Is there any other action required and to put this
into our report and ask the Secretary to do the
necessary correspondence.

Mr. Mercer

I think that is all that is required Mr. Chairman.

Chairman

Thank you, and I take it that we are all in agreement.
Next item please.

Mr. Mercer
Mr. Chairman, that was item 23. That was the last

item on our agenda, unless there are some pieces

of document which are not yet available that we

145y A A

need to refer to in note form. Perhaps the Secretary
could indicate which items are yet outstanding.

Chairman

What about agenda item 22 ~ Infractions. You estab- Infractions
lished the Infractions Committee I believe and -~

Mr. Mercer

That's correct Mr. Chairman'. I overlooked a very
lengthy report which we considered this afternoon.
This is document number 31/10 and 31/11. There
are a series of recommendations in document 10 on
pages 2, 3, 4 and 5. The recommendation of the
Technical Committee is that the Secretary act on
these recommendations by writing the appropriate

authorities involved. I recommend we proceed in
this way.
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Chairman 4
Thank you. Is that acceptable to everyone? I
think it is. S0 we adopt these recommendations

and the report of the Infractions Sub-committee.
Thank you. I think this should finalise your
report, Mr. Mercer.

Mr. Mercer ;
That's correct Mr. Chairman. I think that should é
finalise the report unless, as I indicated, there .
were some minor items which were only in note form
and are not yet available in document. If the _
Secretary could verify that I would think that the ﬁ
report is now then complete.

Chairman

Mr. Secretary, can you verify this?

Secretary
Yes.

Chairman
Yes. So I thank you very much Mr. Mercer for so ably
chairing the Technical Committee and for all the work
you have done. It has been a very difficult meeting

for you and we all appreciate very much the work you
have done, and the Technical Committee, and I thank you.

We will now proceed to agenda item 24 - adoption of
the Report of the Scientific Committee. The
Chairman of the Technical Committee.

Mr. Mercer

Mr. Chairman, am I correct in my recollection that
we may have missed one stock of whales, the minke
whales off West Greenland.

Chairman
Pardon?
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Mr. Mercer

Did we finish our discussion of the minke whale stock
off West Greenland? That was one that was deferred.

Chairman

I think we did. Yes. I think we all agreed on a

compromise proposal of 385 after we had two or three

votes, in the plenary session. Yes, I think that's

the case. So we can then adopt the report of the Adoption of
. .. . Report of

Scientific Committee? No difficulties there? Scientific

It's a matter of formality mostly at this hour, Committee

but I would like to take the opportunity to thank

the Chairman of the Scientific Committee and the

Committee as a whole for the very valuable job they

have been doing. They are the ones who work hardest

of all during these weeks and I thank you all very much.

The adoption of the report of the Technical Committee

can only be a partial adoption because we don't have

all the report of the Technical Committee in writing. ;Ziﬂﬂcal

I think what we have done on similar occasions is to Commi.ttee

have the Secretary prepare the report, send it to the

Chairman of the Technical Committee for approval, and

then distribute it. So this is the way we'll do it.

Thank you. |

Agenda item 26 is a major agenda item - Finance Fh?ﬂ?eana

and Administration and I would like to call upon the iﬁiiﬁzi"

Chairman of the Finance and Administration Committee
to report to us.

Dr. Aron

Mr. Chairman, members of the plenary. I'm sorry

that we come to you so late at night, or so early

in the morning, with a document which is both complex

and very important. When you examine the agenda

of the meeting you will note that there will be T
things that were charged to our Committee that,

because of shortness of time, were not completely
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covered. The Finance and Administration Committee
was not really able to meet for the first time until
I guess it was yesterday or the day before, I am a
little bit unclear now. We met until fairly late
at night. I would like to express my appreciation
to all members of that Committee for their patience
and dilligent work.

We reviewed the provisional budget provided to our - Review of
) . ) Provisional
Committee and to the members of the Commission by Budget

the Secretariat. The document I am speaking

from now has just been handed out. It is IWC/31/13.
We met with both Dr. Gambell and Mr. Harvey of the
Secretariat, and we requested a meeting and Dr.

Allen of the Scientific Committee reported to us

on his plans, all of which were considered by the
Finance and Administration Committee in the develop-
ment of their report.

I would like to highlight but a few things which we
focussed on as having substantial importance.

For those of you who pay attention to the provisional
budget forecast and compare it to the document as
before you, you will note that there are, what we
feel are, substantial reductions. These reductions
have taken place, in part because there has been

more careful costing of some of the items. . For
example in the original proposal received from the
.Secretariat, the computer services facility would
cost.£77,000. In working withithe Secretariat and
the Scientific Committee we now have what we feel

is a more correct estimate of £35,000. We have

also eliminated from consideration a number of
meetings that the Scientific Committee or Technical
Committee felt were unnecessary, Or not absolutely
essential. We did take what we think is a fairly -
hard line on trying to establish a very tight budget
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in view of the fact that even with extreme scrutiny
it is clear that the budget must go up if the
Commission is to have the services which it seeris

to require for conducting its business.

We did recommend, as you will note, that the addition
of a new member to the Secretariat be deleted. We
made this recommendation with considerable reluctance
because it will mean, if followed, that the chance

of having the Annual Report, which contains the
scientific documents from that meeting'will not be
ready, or probably will not be ready, on time for

the following meeting. The members of the Committee,
however, with some reservations expressed by the
delegate from the United States, agreed to this
deletion because of the grave concern for increases
in staff size and concomitant budgetary increases
that such staffing would require.

We made, I think, considerable reductions in costs
of travel and costs of minor elements of office
equipment. We do not make any recommendation for
changes in the section dealing with publications.

One of the biggest causes of concern and costs are
the costs of the Annual Meeting. The Committee
worked closely with the Secretary and the costs come
really from a number of different factors.

One - it is difficult and expensive to hold a meeting
in London. It is difficult and expensive to hold

a meeting of the size that the Commission cﬁrrently
requires. With the addition of new members,

a very strong interest of observer groups, both

from non-governmental and inter-governmental organi-

sations, and other representatives, the Secretariat

Annual
Meeting
Costs
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has felt compelled to go to larger and larger meeting
halls with substantial increase in costs. The fact
that the meeting is held in London contributes also
to the substantial cost, and the Secretary has indi-
cated that these costs could perhaps be cut as much
as 50 per cent if the Commission could agree to meet
in the UK but some place outside of London. We
discussed this problem because it may generate some
difficulty for those Commissioners who work closely
with embassies. I think that a decision of plenary
which must be passed to the Secretariat is a
recommendation dealing with the Commissioners' desire
or need to meet in London or a willingness to meet
outside of London, some place within the United

Kingdom. Obviously another substantial way of
reducing costs is for a member nation to host a
meeting. To the best of our knowledge no such

invitations have been received for the next Annual
Meeting; in the absence of such invitation the next

Annual Meeting will be held some place in the United
Kingdom.

As a technique of reducing costs of the Annual
Meeting the Danish Commissioner submitted a document,
IWC/31/17 which involves the charging of seat fees
with several different combinations that were con-
sidered both for delegations of very large size,

for all members of delegations, and for observers.
This proposal was reviewed very carefully by our
Committee and was rejected. The Committee recom-
mended that the preoposal should not be considered.

At the same time a representative of the United
States, Mr. Al Mark, who is a Press Adviser, did
outline to the Committee his perception of diffi-
culties that the Press encountered in covering this
meeting, and at the consideration of his report which
is attached as Appendix C to our Finance and Admini-

5
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stration report, the Committee recommends for con-
sideration to the Commission that a press officer

be designated, possibly the Chairman or the Vice-—

Chairman of the Commission who could meet briefly

each day with members of the Press and éxplain to

them what happened during the day.

We find the Press has grown increasingly interested
in Commission activities and I would commend to your

attention the comments in Appendix C of our report.

We did examine very carefully a number of special
meetings that were suggested by both the Scientific
Committee and also by the Technical Committee.

These are covered in the report. I do not expect
to discuss these in detail éxcept on your request.
It does appear that one meeting which is in our
budget which, based upon the action which took place
this evening, may not be necessary in fact ~ there

are two meetings.- a special meeting on sperm whale,
and a Special Commission Meeting on sperm whales,
which might have been required had we been unable to
reach quota determinations for the North Pacific.

It appears to me that those meetings are no longer
required and if that is the case we can delete
£22,000 from the budget.

We did have a long, and I think important, discussion
about a major costing item - the need for a computer
facility. The Secretary carefully pointed out that
it should be possible for member Governments to )
provide the necessary computer capacity to allow,
without substantial additional cost, the Scientific
Committee to function effectively. I asked the
Secretary to discuss this view with the Scientific
Committee which he did, The Scientific Committee,
on due consideration, came back with a very strong
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recommendation and a sense of need for such a facility.
The Finance and Administration Committee has accordingly
recommended to the Commission that £35,000 be provided
to cover the cost of that facility. I think it is

the view of the Committee that the importance of the
Scientific Committee in the actions of this Commission

are such that we must provide the support they need to
function properly.

We did look at a number of different budget possibili-
ties which are attached to Appendix B of this document.
Now there are several comments which I would like to
make at this point. One is that if member nations

are able to pay their contributions at an early time

it will be of substantial benefit to the Commission

in view of the interest that could accrue from such
early contributions. Two - the Secretariat pointed
out that both from a cost point of view and from a
point of view of having the best opportunity to

select an excellent meeting site it would be desirable
to schedule meetings two years in advance. At this
point in time we do not know exactly where next year's
meeting is to be held: This year's meeting presented
special dlfflcultles, particularly in terms of security
and the Finance and Administration Committee did
commend the Secretariat and recommends to the Commis-
sion that they provide for such commendation for the
excellence of arrangements and I think the fine job
that was done in terms of security.

By trusting to express a summary of the views I would

just read directly from page 6 the views of the
Committee.

"“The Committee also noted with grave concern that the
Government of Panama is in arrears of its national

contribution for two years and recommends that the

Commission consider whether a provision for sanctions

in such instances could usefully be added to the
1946 Convention.

Provision
of

Computer
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This is a problem as our budget situation is grave, it

is important that member nations meet their contributions. I

The three budgets which are shown in Appendix B are
for all intents and purposes the same budget. They
differ only in reductions of the contingency fund,
and in removal of the item associated with a doubtful
debt provision. I think these numbers, which range
from contributions of £321,000 down to £283,000 could
be reduced by the additional twenty or so thousand
pounds that we gain by not having to hold a Special
Scientific or a Special Commission Meeting. The

cost, however, clearly remains very high. We have
attached the anticipated fees for member nations for
each of the three budgets that are suggested. These
numbers would of course be reduced accordingly when
we eliminate the £20,000 for the un-needed meetings.
The big difference between the three, as I said, is
associated with the contingency funds and what you
are seeing is restricting the amount of flexibility
of the Secretariat and reducing his ability to handle
emergencies if we in fact reduce the contingency
section of the document.

I think this covers the highlights of the report with US proposal

. . . . on method of
one exception. The Un}ted States in its concern calculating -
for some of the uncertainties associated with the contribution:

budget process and recognising the problem that

many member nations face with their financial mini-

stries, suggested a somewhat different approach to

funding the Commission. This approach would

result in having a combination of a flat membership

fee, flat fees for areas of interest, and then a

pro-rated fee in association with actual catches

of whales. The scheme proposed by the United States .
included a £5,000 membership fee which would be paid e
by all members, £3,000 area fee with the remainder
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pro-rated on the basis of whale catches. In view
of the very short time for typing we were unable to
include, for your consideration, tables showing the
consequences of this approach. The United States,
however, made it clear in our Committee meeting that ;
those kinds of numbers could be juggled in an effort 4
to obtain appropriate equity to the members of the
Commission. The main idea was to try to provide
some predictive capability to Commission members.

I would make a few additional comments about this
report. One - I must confess to all of the
Commission, that the members of the Committee have
not had an opportunity to read the final report in
the final draft and if any of them here find it
necessary to suggest changes of specific words,

Oor even of substance, I would appreciate their
comments first, either directly or through their
Commissioners. I think there was a sense expressed
by many members of the Committee of the rising costs
of thé Commission and how it affects them, and I
think that your Finance and Administration Committee

did attempt to work in a very conservative way.

We did look at the budget for next year but we did
not have the time to look at it in any depth or
detail except to note that it is slightly less than
the proposed budget for this year. We do think
that we have probably reached a point of levelling
out of expenses unless of course the Commission
decides that it wishes to .do more. The Secretariat
is operating, I think, at the peak of its capacity.
I think it will be unable to do more than they are
presently doing without additional support. I
think I would be pleased, as I'm sure other members
of our Committee would be to answer any questions
which this report provides. Thank you.
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Chairman

é ' Thank you, Dr. Aron. Before we proceed to the
2 recommendation or find if we can adopt the recommen-
dations of the Finance Committee and the budget,

I open the floor for discussion of the report.
Australia.

Australia

Mr. Chairman. The policy of Australia is to fully
support the IWC and we would also wish to pay whatever
dues it is determined that we should pay and I would

like to commend the Finance and Administration

Committee who, I believe, have done a remarkably

good job in a relatively short time. There 1is,

{
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however, just one question = and I'm only really
seeking information - and I want it clearly understood
this is no way meaning that we would not wish to pay
our fees, we would wish to pay them fully - but I

just can't understand quite the figures at the last

;- table. I notice that Australia as a small non-—
whaling nation is fourth highest on the list. So,

: for example, if we take series C, option C, Australia -
’ a non-whaling nation of thirteen and a half million -

is paying £13,362 whereas the USA - a whaling nation

of 200 million people is only paying £12,795. This

is a complete puzzle to me how you get at those figures.

Dr. Aron

If I can answer and reﬁuest the help perhaps of Mr.
Harvey, I do believe that Australia has been caught
not so much by their future in this case, as by their
past. I think what we see here is a cost which
reflects the fact that at one time, not terribly

long ago, Australia was a whaling nation, and I

think that these additional costs are a reflection

of the previous year's catch. I think you will reap
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the benefits of your new policy in subsequent years,
and I suspect your costs will drop somewhat below
those of the United States.

Chairman

Thank you. Any more comments? France.

France

Thank you Mr. Chairman. I would like at this
stage to make a few comments about this paﬁer.
First, the French delegation has in fact a very
great concern about the rising cost and the rising
budget prepared. I know in fact its not trouble
for the Secretariat because the Secretariat has
all the papers from us, from all the delegation,
from reports of Scientific Committee and so on,
and from the policy of the Commission, but this
delegation has in fact a very great concern about,
before the saving we have made, a quite doubling
budget for the next year, and at this time we

are very, very worried about this question,
because we know through the figures the different
lines, the different needs, but it is necessary

to cut. We have made a good work I suppose for
the Commission and through this administrative
Committee but the French delegation express its
reserve about the amount of the budget after the

saving. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman
Thank you. Mexico.
Mexico
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I share the views expressed

by the French Commissioner, and on this matter I would
like to state that I am not prepared to agree any
commitment to increase contributions. For this
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55, reason I want to reserve the right of my country

! on this matter and I will appreciate that that
was said, be included.in the final report. Thank
you Mr. Chairman.

Chairman
Thank you. Brazil.
Brazil
Thank you Mr. Chairman. I wish to say something on

the same lines as my colleaques who preceded me in

this debate. The Brazilian delegation is also very
much concerned with the increase, the progressive
increase in the budgets of the organisation, and

we believe that we should do our best to keep this

%. as low as possible. For instance, if we consider
; computer facilities for instance, which are being
envisaged at this moment for the Commission, we
believe that it doesn't prove much, it should be

left on a voluntary basis. Countries which can
afford that would provide the necessary funds for
that and the ones who disagree - I mean, not with
(: the idea of having computers but are not in the
same financial position, would be entitled not to
E} participate. Thank you very much.

Chairman

Thank you. Peru.

Peru

Panama

Chairman

- Panama, sorry. Panama.

Panama

Mr. Chairman, just to say that we have already made
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the necessary arrangement and I can inform you that
the contribution of the Government of Panama which

is in the arrears, will be settled shortly. Thank. you. 1
Chairman
Thank you, Panama. United Kingdom.

United Kingdom

Thank you Mr. Chairman. I'd like to formally put

on record that we believe that every effort should

be made to pare down the budget of the IWC in the
sense that it seems to be growing very rapidly, and
is something which has to be locked at very carefully
before we look at increased costs, but I recognise
that the Finance and Administration Committee has
done its very best to remove as many items which

it considers to be superfluous and I also must say
that I believe that unless the International Whaling
Commission provides itself of the proper facilities
for the use of the Scientific Committee in its work -
which I think has reached the stage where the
Scientific Committee has found its burden almost too
great - then we, as Commissioners, will be finding
ourselves in the position where we will be not

getting the advice which we expect from the Scientific
Committee.

I would like to ask a point of information from the

Chairman of the Working Group, if that's possible.

The figures in the tables are of course now wrong at

the back because these were now calculated on the

basis of a number of items being included - could

we have some indication as to how these figures

might be reduced. Would it be of the order of say

2%. Can we give some rough idea, or it may be an
impossible calculation? 1t may be helpful to delegates

in deciding how they should consider this budget. Thank you.
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Dr. Aron

I think that the reduction is reasonably straight-
forward. We are talking about eliminating £22,000
from the budgets - this simply means reducing each
of your payments proportionately depending which,
if any, of the three budget options you select,

but it does appear that the £22,000 is roughly
seven or eight per cent reduction from the total

budget, and I think that one could reduce indi-

vidual member nation contributions accordingly.

I think that Mr. Harvey and the Secretariat will
be able to prepare in a reasonably short time,
corrected versions of this, recognising of course
that they now face a very difficult logistic

R R

problem of cleaning up, re—assembling their
equipment, moving it to Cambridge, and trying
very hard to complete all of the work which the

termination of this meeting produces for them.

% Chairman
3 Thank you. Argentina.
Argentina
Thank you very much Mr. Chairman. I would like also

to share the worries of other ~ previous delegations
have made, but I think we are in a stage, not only
for their work, but only for our feeling, to wait

a little bit. This is the reason I am thinking
really to check the other delegation about some
proposal I have to make.

The first one would be to consider here in the

Commission the recommendation on page 6 about renting
; a computer. You said here the Committee recommends
and it seems not all countries are agreeding with

that. And it is my first proposal to consult othex
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delegations if they are in favour or not to rent the
computer.

The second point will be ask the Danish delegation,
which idea is quite original if I can say, to study
a little further its proposal, and even the Commission

could ask the Danish delegate to go along with that
next vyear.

The third one would be concerning the proposal of
the United States delegation on page 3, 6 I'm sorry,
at the bottom, to modify some words - the last
recommendation of the Committee -~ put in, "and
provide if possible a complete proposal on it to

the Secretary so that it can be considered at the
next Annual Meeting".

Afterward, if you think it will be useful T will
repeat all of them.

Finally, I have to reserve my position about the budget
and I'm afraid I can't accept at this moment any
increase of the budget concerning or referring to

the last one. Thank you very much Mr. Chairman.
Chairman

Thank you. Denmark.
Denmark

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. In light of the late hour
I think I will not pursue my idea about seat fee this
time. However, I must point out Mr. Chairman that
the reason why, that I made a similar statement in
the Tokyo meeting, because of the late hour the
Finance and Administration Committee came to us.

I am pleased to hear that Argentina does see some
unusual advantages in the Danish proposal, that is
because Argentina is a newcomer certainly, and all
Danish proposals have unusual advantages, and I

should be most happy to put it forward next year.
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I think the Argentinian delegate asked me to consider
the proposal once more. I have the opposite feeling.
I would ask the delegations and governments to con-
sider the proposal until next year. It is obvious
that the principle is that those who are the reason
for the cost should pay - that's quite simple.

Small delegations should pay less than big delegations.
I think the majority of this Commission consists of
small delegations and if I am not misinformed such
adoption of such a proposal does require only simple
majority, so I can look forward to a happy, hopefully,
discussion next year and I would urge that this
proposal be taken up separately from this Financg

and Administration Committee next year so that we

can have time to discuss it before 12 o'clock in

the evening.

Having made these remarks, Mr. Chairman, and I would
like them to be reflected certainly in the report,

I have a question about the computer facility.

We feel very strongly that these facilities should

be coming into effect, and we did make a proposal

in Tokyo to that effect, and I am not quite sure
what the paragraph under the heading on page 5 -
computer facility - really involves. There is
something about Contracting Government could give
some money to that but it is unclear to me whether

or not Governments have indicated that they are
willing to give such money so that the computer really
can come into effect to the extent which is possible,
and not only possible, but necessary.

Having asked this question I will just draw the atten-
tion to page 2 - the next but last paragraph, the
last lines where.our Secretary, Dr. Gambell, even we

know how very much he has to do, indicated that he
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wished to keep the Secretariat as small as possible.
I think this adds even more to the respect we have
to pay to Dr. Gambell. It is quite remarkable, I
would have asked for ten more people.

Thank you Mr. Chairman, if I could have information
about the question about the computer facility
Thank you.

Chairman
Thank you. Dr. Aron.
Dr. Aron : 1

Mr. Chairman, I would like to answer the question

in two parts. For the second part I would like to
refer to the Chairman of the Scientific Committee,
who I would hope will provide you some information
about an addendum to the Scientific Committee report,
IWC/31/4, but before that I would point out to the
Commissioner from Denmark that if one examines page

5 it was only a suggestion that individual nations
might themselves provide the computer analysis

which the Scientific Committee reguires. That

possibility was discussed within the Finance and
Administration Committee and T think it was generally
agreed on within that Committee, particularly after

hearing from the Scientific Committee itself, that
this was not a valid proposal in terms of meeting

the needs of the Committee. With that I would like
to turn the floor, with the permission of the
Chairman, to the Chairman of the Scientific Committee
to receive his comments, angd explanations.

Chairman
Dr. Allen
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Allen

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The Scientific Committee

as you know, early in its proceedings this vear, did
consider and make a strong recommendation with regard
to the need for a computer facility to enable it to
do its work in the manner it believed was necessary

to meet the Commission's requirements. However, this
morning it discussed the matter again in view of the
advice it received regarding the financial problems
facing the Commission and I think I cannot do better

than read the fairly brief statement which it drafted
on this occasion.

"The Committee reviewed the need for the Commission
to operate its own computer system. While it is

true that analysis can continue to be undertaken by

a few national groups which can also assemble partial
data banks, it will be impossible for the Committee

to examine the results of the analysis critically,

or to examine the data in a detailed and comprehensive
manner unless there is a computer system containing

a consolidated data base available to the Committee

at its meetings. Without this the Committee's

work will revert to the method and level of several
years ago, when all it could do was to debate the
merits of national reports. This would mean that

any improvement in the quality of advice given to

the Commission would become impossible. The
Committee therefore advises the Commission, in the
strongest possible terms, that if it wishes to continue
to try to base its actions on the basis of scientific
knowledge of the conditions and likely reactions of
the stocks it is absolutely essential that it sets

up its own computer system as proposed.™

This, sir was a very carefully considered statement
by the Scientific Committee.
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Chairman
Thank you. South Africa, and Australia.
South Africa
Mr. Chairman. It is not clear to me whether the

computer facility will require extra staff and whether
this is reflected in the budget, because I presume
that somebody will have to operate this computer

or is the current staffing sufficient to do this.

Chairman

I think both Dr. Allen and Dr. Aron are anxious to
answer this question.

Dr. Allen :
Thank you Mr. Chairman. Yes, in fact the key to 1
the whole operation as we see it is the employment
by the Commission of a highly qualified man, whose
job it will be to set up and operate this system
and carry out the analysis which the Commission
requires. The proposal is that the Commission
would rent time on the Cambridge University
computer centre facilities and that is where the
actual work would be done. The Commission would
only need a minimal hardware of its own, probably
a fairly small terminal in its office. Our

consultations with the computer centre people and

our analysis of the work required indicate very
clearly that we want a really good man for this job
and therefore his salary is quite a significant
component of the cost of the operation. It will
also, the first year, be necessary for him to
undertake a considerable amount of travel because

he will have to visit most of the major centres

where analytical work is being carried on or where
data is being stored, so that he can identify in very
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great detail what is required in the way of programmes
and so on, and what data there is which can and should
be incorporated into the system. He will obviously
have to spend guite a lot of time with our associates
at Sandefjord and looking at what is in the Bureau
there because a great part, if not all of this, should
very rapidly be incorporated into the system. He
also certainly will have to visit the United States

and Australia, which are the other two major countries

in which we have at the present time, substantial

amounts of data in storage and considerable programme]
development.

' The travel aspects of the budget will probably be

% smaller in subsequent years. There will probably

5 be a small requirement for assistance, probably only
on a part-time basis, and that would be a relatively
lowly paid position but, returning to the specific

question, yes the employment of a person 1is absolutely
essential. It is the key part of the whole proposal.

£
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Chairman

I understand that the costgs of the computer man and
g his assistant and his travels are covered by the
& budget we have in front of us. May I as Icelandic
: Commissioner make just a few remarks. We, of course
do appreciate that the costs have to be met some way
L or another and I think that what's been proposed by
} the Finance and Administration Committee is reasonable

L and we think that we should have this computer facility
' and we think that all the costs they are anticipating

i are costs that can hardly be avoided. We are, however,
k finding it increasingly difficult to find the money
in Iceland. We heard the Australian Commissioner

make some kind of comparison of the per capita

contribution of his country and the United States.
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I draw your attention to the fact that every Icelandic
tax payer is paying approximately 2,000 times more
than a US tax payer and when we are talking about
figures in the neighbourhood of £10,000 this is

quite a heavy burden. I must say that I cannot
promise that we will find the money - we will do our
best - and that's all I can say at this stage.

There is one comment I would also like to make and
this is regarding the method of allocation. We

are still using the whale catches as an element in

our contributions. We find it rather difficult 2
to accept because we think that all the members ' k!
of this Commission have equal interests in being !
members. I'm being told that in some countries

there is considerable amount of money involved

in sight-seeings and all kinds of whale prcjects

e A\ e

and I think that these countries have equal or
at least some monetary interest also in whales,
and on top of that I think that the interests of
protecting the whales should be put on the same

level as harvesting them when we come to contributions.
So this is an element of allocating the contributions
that we are having great difficulties in accepting

and we hope that in the near future we will reconsider
this element. I also want to support the idea
advanced by the Danish Commissioner for a seat

B A s 2 e W D et <

fee. I think this is a very reasonable method.

We know that there are many observers - I think there
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are observers from some 57 or 8 different organisations,
and countries. We have to provide the facilities

for these people and this is of course making the

Annual Meetings a lot more expensive than they would
otherwise be, and in actual fact of course the member
countries are paying the costs that are necessarily E
involved because of these observers and I think it

is only fair that the observers should pay also,
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and contribute to the costs that are involved because
of their attendance, and on top of that countries
which can afford to send big delegations should be
able to afford to pay a little more than countries
that cannot afford to send big delegations. My
country would have liked to send an alternative

Commissioner but we couldn't afford it.

The final point I want to make is about the recom-—
mendation of a daily press conference given by the
Chairman or the Vice-Chairman of the Commission.
This is the first time I hear this and I haven't
had any time to reflect on it. My first impression
is that it might be difficult to promise to have a
daily press conference. I would like to get the
views of the Vice-Chairman on this point. This

is all I want to say at the moment. Thank you.
Australia.

Australia

Mr. Chairman, various comments have been made about
the cost of the computers and I was glad to hear
these because I should have drawn attention to the
Commissioners that by and large Australia alone

has been paying that bill for the last three years,
and I think why we are having this sudden increase
is not the fault of the Finance and Administration
Committee it is the fact that Australia now believes
that other members should pay a relative proportion
of that cost. We have been, and there is much
hidden in that in terms of amployment of Dr. Allen,
Dr. Kirkwood and so on, and I think if we really want
the kind of information that we all believe we need
then we should be willing to foot the bill as
individual countries.

The other point is that the Danish Commissioner has

pointed out the need to revise the dues and you know
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he has taken one sort of basis and this is a very,
very complex thing actually, it is not as simple as
that. I'd like to point out to him that he is
more fortunate than us in the Southern Hemisphere.
Apart from a little island to the south, or some
little islands to the south of Australia that go
under the name of New Zealand, we probably have to
pay far more money to travel here than any other
delegation, and there is also the problem of the
distance travelled. Now, I don't want to get into
an argument about how we do this, but I would like
to reiterate that Australia is willing to pay
whatever is appropriate but we do believe that what
the Danish Commissioner is suggesting does need
looking at very carefully and I would suggest that
arrangements be made at the next Annual Meeting to
look at this matter very carefully to come up with
some kind of reasonable suggestion which we can

all accept. I also believe that we have got to
be very conscious that the whole nature of-the IWC
is beginning to change. The Chairman of the

Finance and Administration Committee, for example,
pointed out that Australia could look forward
perhaps to a reduction of fees next year because of
the abandonment of whaling and we have made various
decisions which are going to affect this whole
pattern of dues, and so I think at the same time we
are going to be looking to the future a little bit.
So I think there really is a need for very careful
and very fair study to make sure that, you know, all
the different things are taken into account. I
don't know what the formula will be, I don't think
we can resolve that here.

And finally, I believe, the Finance and Administration
Committee have done a very fine job. I think they

had almost an impossible task and I believe we should

go ahead now and agree one of these figures in principle.

If you want a motion I'l1l suggest that we take the
middle figure - B.

JUSEE O RIS TN
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Chairman

Thank you. United Kingdom and Chile.

United Kingdom

I will second the Australian proposal.

Chairman
Thank you. Chile.

Chile .
Very briefly, Mr. Chairman, to say that I share the

concern expressed by some delegations about the
great increase in the estimated budget and also the
ideas and questions put forth by the Commissioner

of Argentina, particularly on the subject of the

computer. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Chairmary
Thank you. If there are no more comments we have
a proposal that we adopt the proposed middle column
figure from the Finance Committee of - sorry

Argentina.

Argentina

I'm afraid that you have more than one proposal I'm
SOrry.

Chairman

Pardon

Argentina

I'm afraid you have more than one proposal at this
moment.

Chairman

With regard to the budget itself?
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Argentina
Yes.

Chairman

Do you mean that you haven't got a proper answer to
your question how many people don't want to pay for
the computer, or do we have another proposal that you
were referring to? Is it the computer.

Argentina

Sorry, Mr. Chairman, perhaps my English is not so
fluent. I misunderstood it myself. I made three
proposals. The first one is considering not to use
this year, the computer, and in this way to modify
the report the Financial Committee put in page 3, - 6 -
fourth line after the Committee recommends put "to
study the feasibility for the next year that the
computer facility be established" and so on. It

+is clear that will affect the budget and this is the

reason I think you have to consider that first.

The second one, Mr. Chairman was concerning the

proposal of the United States, and I would like to
Propose in the last pParagraph of the same page, 6
put "therefore the Committee recommends that the

4

Commission urge Contracting Governments to review

this proposal and provide, if possible, a concrete
proposal," felete 'comments') "on it to the Secretary
sOo that it can be considered” (delete 'more thoréughly'

and so on). This is the second one. Thank you
Mr. Chairman.

Chairman

Thank you, Argentina. Yes, the Chairman of the
Finance Committee.

UM N L et e s
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Dr . Aron

I think there's just some minor confusion. I think

that the report of the Finance and Administration
; Committee probably cannot be amended by the plenary.
I think that what must happen is that plenary makes
i a recommendation based upon the comments of the
‘report. I think it is perfectly appropriate for
the plenary session to recommend that the United
States or another country takes some action but I
I don't-think we can modify this report on the floor
? of plenary. This is a report of the Finance and
Administration Committee, it is not a report of
the plenary.

3 Chairman
? Thank you. Argentina.
i
% Argentina
i Thank you Mr. Chairman. I'm afraid perhaps I am
1

wrong but I would like to be clarified in the same
way. If this document, we can't modify, does it
5 mean we have to approve it on the whole without

taking any part in disagreement? This is the
conclusion.

Chairman

No. This is not what was meant by the Chairman
of the Finance Committee I am sure.

Dr. Aron

I think there are a series of recommendations in

this report and the plenary can accept or reject any

PR R R e e
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i or all of them and treat them individually. Some

éi of the recommendations are not related to one another
%ﬁ at all. We do have to decide at this group, among

¢

other things, where you would like to hold a meeting,
if it must be in the UK. We have not treated that
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at all. There may be some very strong views in this
group as to whether or not you would wish to meet in
London or could meet outside of London, with appro-
priate cost savings. It is certainly appropriate

to this group to review any item of the budget, the
computer, travel, salaries, and recommend rejection,
deletion, reduction, expansion, or you can treat it

in any way which is appropriate to your delegation sir.

Chairman
Thank you for your explanation, Dr. Aron. I think
you are quite right. Brazil and then Canada.
Brazil
Thank you very much Mr. Chairman.. T just wish to

say that I couldn't agree more with the delegate
from Argentina. So we not only second what he has
just put forward but we wish to express very clearly
the reservations of the Brazilian delegation about

this part of the report. Thank you very much.
Canada

Thank you Mr. Chairman. I would like to be very

brief. It is now ten minutes to three. Canada

has pointed out before that we do support establishing
the computer facility this year. In our intervention
concerning the moratorium issue we raised this point.
The recommendation from the Scientific Committee is
very, very clear in terms of the need for the facility;
we think we should support it. We have a proposal on
the floor as I understand it that has been seconded

to adopt a budget figure which I would take to be

that in the middle column on the last page. I
suggest that we have had a fair discussion of this
item now and it might be appropriate for us to vote

on the figure. Those members who have to express
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reservations for various reasons, of course can do

so, but we should adopt some figure, hopefully before
noon tomorrow when we have to leave the room.

Chairman

Thank vou. What about press conferences. Do you

care to comment on that?

Canada

On that, very briefly, Mr. Chairman, I would appreciate,

have appreciated, the time to see my delegation at some
point during the week. Seeing the press would come
second to that, although the concern that is expressed
in the document, passed out by the US, is a real one
and I think we should try to accommodate the press

as best we can in terms of meeting with them, but I
certainly share your concern in terms of making a

}é commitment to hold briefings at any particular times.
3 It becomes a very difficult thing to do.

Chairman

If we deal with that one first. Can the Commission
agree that the Chairman and the Vice-Chairman do their
best and not commit them to have a daily press conference.
I hope you can. Thank you. I think we should then
try to focus on the problems we have and eventually

on the figures.we'll end up with as the budget. We
have a proposal, yes that's true, for the middle
column to be adopted. We also have a proposal that
we don't take the advice of the Finance Committee to
implement the computer facility in the next year and
that proposal has also been seconded. It will have

a bearing on the figures that we will be agreeing on
and I think we might as well start on finding out if
we want indeed to have the computer or not. Is

that agreeable to the Commission that we first test
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the feeling of the Commission if we want the computer
or not. There is substantial money involved and T
think we will have to do this by polling the members.
I don't see that there is any more discussion forth-
coming and I'll ask the Secretary to poll the members
in order to find out if we want the computer facility
this year or let it wait. I don't think we'll have
to have the exact wording but it has been proposed by
" the Finance Committee that we pProvide the funds for

a computer facility and this proposal has been amended
or there has been an amendment proposal that we post-
pone this for a year.

Secretary
Mr. Chairman the subject under debate is an amendment
to the Technical Committee proposal -~ Finance Committee
proposal ~ the amendment is by Argentina, seconded by
Brazil, that there should be a delay of one year in
going ahead with the computer facility.

Chairman

Argentina

Argentina

I'm sorry again Mr. Chairman but I saigd to consider
next year to rent a computer.

Chairman

Yes, this is what we actually meant. Didn't put it
quite clearly.

Argentina
To delay it. To delay the decision.

Chairman

Yes.

Wfi@




s KEETES e

R g

i o SR

- 231 -

Secretary

The proposal Mr. Chairman is to delay consideration
of the computer until next year.
will be no computer this year.

In other words there

I'm concerned that

if you vote ‘Yes' you might be voting 'no', so the
amendment is for no computer this year. So if you
vote 'yes' there is no computer. This is silly

isn't 1it.

Chairman

Let's make it simple and just put the questlon in
the simple way and say do you want a computer or not.

Secretary

Yes, this is my worry, Mr. Chairman, because of the

backwards way of doing it. Right we all understand

what we are voting for. ‘'Yes! for the computer this
year. 'No', the consideration of the computer
will be delayed until next year. If you want the
computer this year, you vote ‘yves'. If you want
the delay which is your amendment [Argentina] you
vote 'no',

Argentina

I'm sorry this is not right. Psychological pressure.

Chairman

Yes, the Chairman of the Finance Committee.

Dr. Aron

I think that aside from the misunderstanding of the

planned vote, I think there are several things that

should be pointed out to the Commission. One it
is not my understanding that the Commission is buying
or renting a computer. What it is doing is formalising

internally the development of the capacity to use
existing computers. Two - and I think that the
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distinguished Commissioner from Australia was perhaps
more kind than he should have been. The Commission
has lived during the past several vears on the
basis of Australia providing an outstanding young
scientist, Geoff Kirkwood. In his absence I

rather think the Scientific Committee might not

have been able to function.. I am not sure that

the Government of Australia will be able to continue
to provide Dr. Kirkwood's services and it is not a
simple matter of eliminating an item from the
budget. I think that, at this stage, such
elimination may, and I would be very pleased for the
comments of Dr. Allen or Professor Ovington, but I
thlnk that such a deletion from the budget will have

a very severe on the impact of the work of the

Scientific Committee. It can not even be "business ;
as usual". i
:
Chairman
Thank you. Nobody seems to care to comment so I

think we will have to proceed with this, and finad
out if we want to allocate this sum of money to
this purpose.

Secretary

I am not at my best, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman

Nobody ist

Secretary

We are voting "yes" to have the computer facility
within the Commission this year.

Argentina

If I propose an amendment you've got to say "yes" or .
"no"” to the amendment. Is this right?




- 233 -

Chairman
You are right. Yes.

Argentina
Yes, Then I propose an amendment and if the people
or delegates are agreeing with my amendment they have
to say "yes". And I like to emphasise I am not
against the computer, just a delay of one year to use
it in the way of expensive way. This is the reason
1 would like to emphasise. If we really like to
be serious I have to be serious. I propose quite

clearly, and I think, even though my English not so
fluently, I can say I was quite clear, and I propose
again, if somebody didn't understand me, that I
propose to delay one year the renting of the computer,
attending that the budget is very high for many

L st i rdd
ST AR L e

PR

countries. This is the only amending I just proposing
and if the delegates are agreeing with that they have

to say "yes", otherwise they have to oppose.
4 Thank you.
Chairman

S

Thank you, your point is well taken and you are of

o g

course quite correct and your English is very good

;%‘ and we don't have to misunderstand it at all. We
?% were trying to simplify matters but sometimes it
ﬁ? makes them just more confusing. So I'1l ask

the Secretary to put the question in the way
suggested by the Commissioner from Argentina
which is the correct way of doing it.

Secretary
Mr. Chairman the Argentine delegate, seconded by
Brazil, has proposed an amendment to the Finance

Committee proposal to the effect that there should
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be a delay in considering setting up a computer

facility, for one year. The amendment is for
the delay. The roll starts at Korea, abstain.
Mexico, yes. Netherlands.

Netherlands
I'm sorry Mr. Secretary I lost track. I don't

want the delay.

Secretary

So you vote no.

Netherlands
OK, no.

Secretary
New Zealand, no. Norway, no. Panama, no.
Peru, absent. Seychelles, yes. South Africa, no.
Spain, abstain. Sweden, no. USSR, vyes. UK, no.
USA, no. Argentina, yes. Australia, no. Brazil,
yes. Canada, no. Chile, yes. Denmark, no.

France, yes. Iceland, no. Japan, no.

Mr. Chairman there were seven votes in favour and
14 against, so the amendment loses.

Chairman

Thank you.

Secretary

Can I just repeat that. Seven votes in favour and
13 votes against.

USRI

Chairman

As I understand it the other two proposals put y
forward by Argentina, do not have impact on the -
actual amounts of the budget so if you agree I
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propose that we proceed to vote or come to a con-—

clusion on what amounts will be in the budget for
the coming year.

Argentina

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, I think you are correctly
interpreting my proposal, the other one. The only
doubt I have, if we are not feeling enough here to
accept some kind of strong recommendation in order

to implement next year the proposal of the United
States about to consider a flat rate and other system
of the payment of contributions, but if I am not

see here many countries in this way I can't insist.

Chairman

Thank you. We've had a proposal for the figure

of £298,950 with the reduction of amount near to
£22,000?

Dr. Aron

£22,000 Mr. Chairman

Chairman

£22,000. Are there any more comments or do we
agree or do you wish to have a vote on this figure.
If nobody asks for a vote I take it that we can

accept this figure for our budget.and the allocations

that go with it, Denmark.
Denmark
I'm sorry Mr. Chairman, I didn't understand. If

we reduce the budget by some £20,000 what will then
not be done?

Chairman

The Chairman of the Finance Committee.

N.B. The figure
of £298,950 is
the amount
required in
contributions.
The total budget
is £320,250.
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Dr. Aron

At the time the Finance and Administration Committee
met, Mr. Lemche, there appeared to be a possibility

of a need for a Special Meeting, both of the Scientific
Committee and the Commission on sperm whales. I think
the fact that the Commission has decided on quotas

for the North Pacific obviates such a need.

Chairman

Thank you for this explanation. And if nobody
asks for a vote I take it that we agree that these

figures... France.
France
Thank you Mr. Chairman. Even if the second figqure

is agreed by the Committee I would stress again the

reserve of the French delegation and I would like to
have this reserve in the report.

Chairman

Thank you. Chile.

Chile

The same, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman. ;
The same. Argentina, the same? Mexico, Brazil. !
Several reservations. Iceland also makes the

reservation that they adopt this subject to finding
the necessary funds.

Thank you, I think we have then adopted, don't you
agree.

Dr. Aron

Adoption
h .
The budget, yes we have of budget
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Chairman

Then we come to the recommendations. o I'd like to
look at them as a whole and 1'11 just be asking for
amendment proposals to the recommendations. We
have already had two from Argentina and I wonder

if there are more amendment proposals forthcoming.

If not, we'll deal with the two Argentinian proposals.

We've already agreed on the press conference things.
The Chairman of the Finance Committee.

Dr. Aron
I think perhaps the most important direction you Venue o
. . . A 1
can provide to the Secretariat, Mr. Chairman would noua

Meeting
be a sense of this meeting regarding the venue of

next year's session. There will be apparently
potential for substantial cost savings if the

meeting could be held outside of London.

Chairman

What does the meeting think about this. Are

Commissioners prepared to meet outside London.
As I understand it there are facilities elsewhere
in this country. France.

France

Thank you Mr. Chairman. The French delegation
if the Secretariat is able to finding the accommodation
would like to support the meeting outside London.

Chairman
Thank you. Do we all agree to hold the Meeting
outside London next year. I see people nodding
their heads and I think there is a concensus here. '
So if nobody objects to looking for a meeting place
outside London next year, I take it that we are
all agreed that this be done. This will reduce
the costs considerably. Thank you. Japan.
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My delegation is a little bit worried about the
question of security, if the meeting is held
outside. I have no information on it, but
certainly when the Secretariat selects the location

I think this point will be taken care of. Thank you.

man
Thank you. Can't we trust the local authorities
to provide us with the necessary security also
outside London? United Kingdom.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. In reply to the distinguished
Japanese Commissioner I would say that in my view I
think the security problems will be less, rather than
greater, outside London and therefore more easier

to overcome, but of course we will make all the

arrangements that will be necessary in the cir-

cumstances., Thank you.

man

Thank you. We are all agreed then to look for a
meeting place outside London next year. Shall we
then, are there any comments on the Argentinian
proposals. Do you want them repeated? Argentina.,
tina

Thank you Mr. Chairman. My proposal was concerning

the US proposal, but if you US delegation is not
intending it at all I mean T can withdraw mine.
There was, I saw that in there, and I thought he
was intending that. All right, I withdraw.

man

United States would you care to respond? o
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Dr. Aron

Mr. Chairman and the distinguished Commissioner from
Argentina - the United States would be very
Pleased to develop a new proposal and, through the
Secretariat, circulate it for consideration by all

Commissioners. So we could, indeed, have something

to discuss at the next meeting. Thank you.

Chairman

If there are no more problems then - Norway.

Norway

If we are going to have our meetings outside of
London, may I suggest that the Secretariat tries to

find a date for the meeting which is more convenient
than the middle of July. Thank you.

Chairman

PR

Thank you. And by proposing a more convenient date
I assume that you would like to have the meeting
earlier in the year - in June? We'll ask the

Secretary to try to comply with this request.
The Secretary.

Secretary

Mr. Chairman, if the Commission wishes we can pre-
sumably arrange to find accommodation to have the
meeting almost anytime. At the moment we are
considering, because the Secretariat is in
Cambridge, having Scientific Committee meetings
there and it is not possible to hold meetings in

1 Cambridge during University term time, when we

: are looking for college accommodation, so that we

would need to move out of Cambridge as well for

the Scientific Committee if we move any further

forward into the early part of the Summer.
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Chairman

The Chairman of the Scientific Committee.

Dr. Allen
I'm not entirely clear what the Secretary meant but
I think that the Commission having agreed to set up a
computer system as I said -~ now this is predicated
on this being tied in and actually relying on the
Cambridge University computer for its operations,
it will be essential I think, at least in this first
year, that the Scientific Committee should meet, if
not in the town of Cambridge, at least about as
close to it as it did last year when it met at Bar
Hill. And I don't think it will be practicable
for the Scientific Committee to be meeting further
away from Cambridge than that because it must have
direct access to the computer centre in Cambridge.

Chairman

The Secretary doesn't see the possibility of finding
a place somewhere near Cambridge that could accommo-
date the Scientific Committee so I guess we will
have to assume that the meeting will have to be
held in Cambridge, which means that the plenary

" meeting of the Commission meeting will have to be
held in July, even at a little later date than the
meeting we are sitting in now. Well if there are
No more problems I take it that we have accepted
the report of the Finance and Administration
Committee and the recommendations contained therein :
and the budget for the next year, with the reservations ?
of some countries and these reservations will be
reflected in our report. And I'll take this
opportunity to thank the Chairman of the Finance
and Administration Committee For the admirable job

they have been doing. It is a very good job in a
very short time and I thank you Dr. Aron and all

the members of the Finance and Administration
Committee for what you have done. Thank you.
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We move now to the agenda item 27, the date and . Date and
place of the next meeting, which is a direct géigecm
continuation of what we have been talking about it, Meeting

and I think the Secretary can give us some indication
; as to exactly when the meeting is to be held.

Secretary

Mr. Chairman, we could hold the meetings next year
: from the 21 June for one week for the Special Sperm
Whale Meeting of the Scientific Committee in
Cambridge, followed by two weeks of the Scientific
Committee in Cambridge, 28 June with the Commission

; meeting starting in London or elsewhere on the

TR g kL S e

14 July. But you have agreed to have two Technical
Committee Working Groups meeting for one week before
the Commission meeting and I am not sure whether

that goes between the Scientific Committee or overlaps
with the Scientific Committee and I will seek your

1 guidance on that one.

Chairman

I think we will have to fit the Working Group Meetings
in somewhere between the Meetings of the Scientific
i Committee. Is that possible?

Secretary

It means that you have your scientists sitting around
for a week not doing anything but it would help the
Secretariat enormously. I don't think that we will
again ever try and move over a weekend having finished
the meeting on Friday, and starting again the next
Monday. It really is too difficult to move the
whole Secretariat in that short space of time and
we need to build in spare days in future, so that I

: would think then that we would have to put in an

i extra week so that the Technical Committee Working

: Groups would meet from the week of the 14 July and
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the Commission meeting would be the week of the
21 July.

Chairman

Do you think a full week will be necessary for the
Working Groups?

Secretary .
I'm merely going on what the recommendation of the

pPlenary was. Both of them said to meet in the

week prior to the Commission meeting.

Chairman

But not necessarily to take a whole week. Canada.

Canada

Mr. Chairman, we didn't really determine how long
it would be necessary to meet these two Working
Groups. We said that we would meet in the week
prior to the Commission Meeting but whether or
not we could do this in two or three days or
would require longer, I think we would want to
reflect on a little bit before we decide.

Chairman

I should think two days would be enough for the
Working Groups. Is there anybody who feels that

a longer time is needed. Everybody will be very
fresh then and be prepared to work long hours I
am sure.

Secretary

Could I just ask one other question of the
Commission Mr. Chairman. Do you think that a

week is long enough for the Commission Meeting?

’73.:5;!%
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Chairman

T think a week is more than enough for the Commission's

Meeting. I think we are agreed on that. RKorea?

Korea

-; Thank you Mr. Chairman. With regard to the question
4 raised by the distinguished Secretary, I would like

to respond in a brief way. If we will conduct our
business in this fashion we do think that one week
will not be sufficient, as we are undergoing this
hardship at this late hour. If we can improve the
manner in which we are dealing with the various
items then we can complete our work during one week
in_time. In the view of my delegation there

would be much room for the improvement of dealing

with business in this Commission. We would like
to reserve opportunity to submit our opinion in
due course. Thank you Mr. Chairman.

Chairman
Thank you. I think we will have to, in any event,
assume that the Commission Meeting will take. one

week and I am sure that we all hope that we'll
improve our working methods and be more and more
efficient. And in the hope that we can finalise
our meeting in one week without having to work as
late as today, I think that's the time we should
set for the next Annual Meeting. Isn't this
sufficient for you Dr. Gambell to work on. You
would then correspond to us and tell us the

exact dates and the arrangements along the lines
we have been talking about? Thank you.

We have dealt with agenda item 28 too. This

brings us to agenda item 29, "adherence of non- Adherence
non-menbe

countries
the Conve
tion

member countries to the Convention", and I note
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that the first point is a report by the Secretary.

Secretary

Mr. Chairman, my report is contained in the anno-

tation on page 20. I don't think we need to take
time on that.

Chairman
I don't think so either. Point 2 is the prohibition
on importation whale products from non~-member countries,
including reports by member nations. Does any

member nation wish to report. South Africa.

South Africa
Mr. Chairman, I have something to report but it deals
rather broadly with the problem of pirate whaling
and would you want me to do this now or do you want
a report specifically about the importation?

Chairman

Well if you prefer to postpone it.

South Africa

No Mr. Chairman I would rather make a report on all
aspects of the steps we have been taking to not only
prevent the importation of whale products but to

carry on into the prohibition on the transfer of
whaling vesse¥s and ...

Chairman

Yes, I think we can take the two points at the same
time.

South Africa

Thank you Mr. Chairman. Well, Mr. Chairman, I'll
be very brief because it is very late and we have
in fact written a rather detailed document which

3
X
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is IWC/31/18 and I hope that most participants have

read this but I would like to point out a few highlights
and indicate, and these should indicate, the grave
concern which we have over this problem. Not only
because these vessels present a real threat to the
stocks but also we fear that unless we take strong

steps to discourage this sort of activity, its con-
tinued success will only encourage other partici-

pants, other pirate whalers, and this would indeed

be a very serious problem.

Listed in our document you will find the various
steps we have taken which include some time ago,
placing an inspector on the Run which later became
the Sierra. You will notice that we took steps

Lo stop South African funds being used to purchase
this vessel. We have refused the Sierra a permit
for off-loading its products in South African ports,
we have made arrangements whereby the importation of
products from non—mémber whaling nations are prohibited.
In 1978 we brought to the attention of the Scientific
Committee the possibility of the Tonna commencing
operations, and most recently we have introduced
regulations which we feel will discourage South
Africans from participating in this form of whaling
and also which would make it an offence to supply
any ship's stores, etc. to these vessels. And as

a result of the introduction of these regulations I
can report that we expect that the Sierra Fishing
Agency, which was in Cape Town and has been associ-
ated with at least the recruitment of crew for these
vessels, will shortly be closing down. The South
African Minister for Economic Affairs 'has recognised
the seriousness of this type of activity and we have

been conducting an Inquiry and this is still on-going.
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Mr. Chairman, I have mentioned that we are concerned
about an escalation of this activity and I would like
Lo report to you some worries we have in this respect
In the first instance, a stern trawler was refurbished
in Cape Town and, not extensively, but we have it on
authority that this vessel was, well there was a
possibility that this vessel would engagde 1in pirate
whaling, the vessel we understood was to be registered
in Panama and we contacted our Panamanian colleagues
and they have recently informed me that this vessel

is not under Panamanian registration but in any

event we did take this step, anticipating a possible
difficulty.

Two ex-South African whale catchers have been in the
news. These are the Durban based vessels which
have been recently renamed the Susan and the Theresa
These vessels were sold to a company registered in
Panama and the vessels themselves have a Panamanian
registration. Although we were assured that the
vessels would not be used for whaling we once again
contacted our Panamanian colleague. He has informed
me that the vessels have been licenced as fishing
vessels and we have ensured that all the whaling
eguipment on the vessels has been removed. The
vessels have been very extensively refitted and
allegedly for trawling, but I must mention that

in my opinion it would not be very difficult for
them to replace the gear which they took off while
the vessels were in Durban, and they could in fact

commence this pirate whaling activity if they .so

-

wished. We have ascertained that the funds for

the refurbishing of these vessels, which was very ;
expensive, to the tune of nearly a million rand
each -~ these funds, the source of these funds was ﬁ
not South Africa.
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Mr. Chairman, I have dealt very briefly with what

I think are the main steps we have taken. I would,

| however, like to point out that in our experience

} in trying to combat this form of illegal whaling,

we have found that this type of operation has a very,
é very high degree of flexibility. It is very easy

% for these people to arrange alternative bases,

‘ alternative personnel, and in fact to change the
registration of the vessels, and in addition, fishing

vessels can be easily converted and the ease with
which they can

very difficult

change their registration makes it

to even keep track of what is happening
to vessels, so it is our opinion that, although we
have, I think, taken what you will judge to be very

13 adequate measures with regard to any South African
connection, we feel that the only real solution to

o this problem is, in fact, to deny the pirate whalers

: a market for their products and it is for this

reason that we were particularly pleased to learn

of the action which has been taken by Japan.

¢ Thank you Mr. Chairman.

Chairman

Thank you. Any more reports or comments?
Netherlands, then United States.

Netherlands

Thank your~Mr. Chairman. As you may remember last

December I said that steps were being taken in the

Netherlands to ban the import of whale products into

. ,,_
AT o

Y
o

our country. Due to some unexpected difficulties

of a legal nature this prohibition has, unfortunately,

S

not yet come into effect. However, an amendment of

i

our law on threatened animal species taking care of

£2X

those difficulties is being prepared now and we

T

expect to have the ban come into effect before the
end of this year. Thank you.

__,“,ﬂ%<_,,m,
AR
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Chairman

USA

Thank you. United States of America.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. During the past year the
whaling success of unregulated whalers continued

to confound this Commission. Recent activities of
Japan, which have been noted here, and of South

Africa, which have just been mentioned, have contributed
substantially to a resolution of this issue we hope.
These countries should be commended for their efforts

to come to grips with this important problem. This
Commission should not be deluded however into believing
that non-member whaling is no longer a problem. In the absence
of continuing vigilance on the part of the Commission,
financial aig, whaling material, and technical assis-
tance may still be made available to non-member oper-
ations for members of this Commission. While
enforcement of this problem is admittedly difficult,

my Government believes it is vitally important not

to let our efforts flag in banning exports to and
imports from non-member countries. My Government

urges each IWC member, therefore, to support a

United States resolution which calls for a cessation

of these practices. That resolution is nominated

as IWC/31/24 which has been handed out to the dele-
gates. Mr. Chairman earlier, when we were discussing
some of the quotas, I mentioned that we should con-
sider one other means of banning unregulated whaling,
and that was by tying it to the gquotas. I would

like to suggest that we adopt the proposal, the
nominated United States proposal in document 31/24

but I would like to add two elements to it. The

most important of these would ask this Commission,

Oor at least member countries, over the next year to
consider this subject of adding to the quotas the o
amounts that are caught by non-member countries.
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I suggest the following additions. As the thirad
paragraph, as a third "WHEREAS" clause on the first

page a new "WHEREAS" clause which would read as
follows:

"WHEREAS the activities of whaling vessels of non-

member countries seriously hinder the purposes of
the IWC;™"

The second addition would be at the end of the

resolution and would provide as follows:

P A, SR SN S R L v e bt feena e o

"BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that all member nations
g shall consider through the application of national
f legislation, prohibiting whaling by non-member

nations within their fishery conservation zones."

It is my belief that if such legislation were
enacted by Governments then we would be able to
prevent vessels like the Sierra from whaling within
200 mile zones. Since Governments have not had

E an opportunity to think about this subject before

we are in this resolution simply suggesting that

Governments consider so doing. I propose, Mr.
Chairman, the adoption of resolution 31/24 as
amended. Thank vyou.

Chairman

Thank you, would you care to repeat the amendments

that you made to the resolution, at a little slower speed.

USA

< g P i B W fT D e i
R A U R RN RS,

RS

Yes sir. As the third WHEREAS paragraph on page
1 "WHEREAS, the activities of whaling vessels of

e I

non-member countries constitute" I'm sorry that
is out, the last word is 'countries' - "seriously

hinder the purposes of the International Whaling
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Commission". At the end, on page 2, a new paragraph
which would read "BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that all
member countries consider, through the application

of national legislation, prohibiting whaling by

non-member countries within their fishery conservation
zones. "

Chairman

Thank you. Has everybody got the right wording
and the paper in front of them? Does anybody
care to comment on the proposed resolution as
amended? Do we all agree? Japan.

Japan
Thank you. We have a small problem which is
expertise;constitutionally it is very difficult for
my country to prohibit the whaling expertise going
out of our country. They are not required to
declare the purpose of the travel abroad when they
travel. So I wonder if we can take out expertise,
out of the resolution part so that it makes my
delegation much easier to accept the present reso-
lution as proposed?

Chairman

Thank you. United States.

USA
Mr. Chairman, do I understand that the Government
of Japan would be able to support this resolution
with that change.

Japan
Yes.

USA

Then, in that case, Mr. Chairman, I would be willing
to agree to that change, to the deletion of that word.
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Chairman

So we delete the word "expertise" on page 2, the

second paragraph, is that it? It occurs in several
other places. Do we delete it everywhere it
occurs in the resolution? I guess, to be consistent,
that's what we'll do. Yes, Thank you.
Is there a unanimity in this Commission to adopt
this resolution, as amended? I think there is,
and the resolution - France
France

Sorry, Chairman, can you repeat the resolution please?

Chairman ‘
Shall we read the whole resolution to you. Do you
have the paper number 24, IWC/31/24 in front of you
France?

France

Not at this moment but I wish to have the amendment
please?

Chairman
Yes, we'll read the amendment once again. I'll
ask the Secretary to read the amendment so that we

are sure that the correct wording goes into our report.
The Secretary.

Secretary
There is an addition, after the second WHEREAS clause
to read "WHEREAS the activities of whaling vessels
of non-member countries seriously hinder the purposes
of the International Whaling Commission;" and then
on the second to last WHEREAS clause on that first
page "whaling expertise and" is deleted. On the
last WHEREAS clause, the last but one line, "expertise"

is deleted, and there is a final clause on page 2 to
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be added "BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that all member
countries consider, through the application of
national legislation, prohibiting whaling by
non-member countries within their fishery conser-
vation zones" and there are, on that second page,
the terms "expertise" in the second and third

clauses, to be deleted as well.

Resolution on

Chairman ‘ prohibition on
import and export
Thank you. Can you accept this recommendation, of whaling materia]
France?  Yes. So I take it we are all agreed to 2SSistance etc.
from non-member
accept this recommendation? Thank vyou. countries.

I think that has concluded our - Seychelles.

Seychelles
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The Seychelles Government :
has taken the step of placing a document, document 7 é
before you on the activities of at least one vessel
whaling under a flag of convenience. We do this
because we believe it is necessary for the Commission
to consider this kind of operation very carefully.
In particular, we are extremely disturbed to learn
that two further ex-whale catchers are being brought
back into class in Durban, on the east coast of South
Africa, and that both are being fitted with slip-ways
and freezer plates to make them combined whale catchers
and procéssors, like the infamous Sierra. In fact
we've just heard, Mr. Chairman, that one of them sailed
from Durban in the past few days. We feel that there
is a very great likelihood that one, or both, of these
vessels intend to carry out unregulated whaling in
the Indian Ocean Sanctuary, as Sierra has done in the
Atlantic, and that they could, as she did, each take
as many as 600 whales a year, and with this kind of
uncontrolled onslaught we feel that the whale stocks
in the Indian Ocean would rapidly be decimated. We
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commend;#hé'action already taken by the Governments
of Japan énd South Africa, and we urge the Commission
to give them every support. It is vital that the
Commission should make its classifications and set
its quotas with the utmost care, but it will be
pointless if, having done so, it then allowed
unrequlated operations to destroy the whole basis

of its management decision.

The resolutions of the Commission, and the Separate Register of

national legislations now being enacted should go a Szzgzﬁ
long way towards controlling pirate activities.

We recognise the difficulty of doing anything further
on an international basis because of the difficulties
of conforming with international law and commercial
practice. However, we believe that there is some-
thing more which the Commission could do. We
suggest that the Commission's Secretariat keep and
maintain a detailed register of all whaling vessels,
catchers and factory ships which belong to member
nations, and are subject to our quotas and regulations
and that up-dated copies of this register are circu-
lated annually to all Contracting Governments. We
understand that outside funding is available and

will be provided for the Secretariat if they should
decide to do this, so it won't add to the budget

we have just discussed, Mr. Chairman. If such a
register is made available to us by the Commission,

my Government undertakes firstly to limit insurance
cover, where this is provided by companies registered
in Seychelles, to whaling vessels which are included .
on such a register. Secondly, to refuse registration
to any whaling vessel not included on such a register.
Thirdly to refuse harbour facilities so far as is
compatible with international law, to any whaling
vessel not included on such a register. And fourthly

to prevent, where possible, Seychelles nationals and
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residents from joining the crews, or sailing, with
any whaling vessel not included on such a register.
We recognise Mr. Chairman, that unregulated whaling
constitutes a disaster to conservation, a blatent
subversion of the New Management Procedure, and a
severeblow to this Commission's credibility, and

we urge the Commission to call on all members to
take individual national action, such as we have
outlined, and we propose that the Commission decide
now to adopt a motion that a register of member
whaling vessels be kept by the Secretariat, main-
tained and circulated annually, to all members.
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman .
Thank you. Korea.

Korea
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. We listened to the

‘remarks made by Seychelles with great interest.
However, Mr. Chairman, the proposal made by
Seychelles, whether in the form of a resolution
which he has in mind, or other forms, seems to

be not suitable at this stage. We wonder if

he is going to change Schedule again, in order to
include his resolution which we believe is not

suitable? The maintenance of a register of

member state whaling vessels are not within the
purview of the Commission. In the script and the
letters of the Convention of 1946 there is our
preliminary view, certainly we will respond to the
proposal if it is going to be discussed at a

later stage. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman

Thank you. Seychelles. e
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Seychelles

Mr. Chairman, I would just make it clear that the

only proposal I am making is that the Commission

form a register. Thank you.
Chairman
Thank you. Yes, I agree I don't think that your

proposal would constitute changing the Schedule
amendment, this is only for agreeing to charge

the Secretariat with certain duties - that is to
keep this register. I don't know what methods

the Secretariat could use in order to obtain such

a register, but I would like to ask the Secretary's
views. Did I hear you correctly that you only
talked about register of whaling vessels from
member countries?

Seychelles

That is correct, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman
Thank you. S0 I guess the Secretary would communi-
cate with member countries and ask them what whaling
vessels they have, and make his register on the
basis of the information he receives. Is that the
way you would go about it Dr. Gambell.

Secretary
That would seem the appropriate course of action,
Mr. Chairman. My only previous experience of this
is when I wrote to the Commissioner for Panama for
details of the catches by the Paulmy Star III and
was informed that it was a shrimp boat. I wonder
really whether this is going to be very effective,

if it's based only on Government returns of that kind.

r—————
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Chairman
Thank you. Do Commissioners have doubts about the
advisability of charging the Secretariat with this
responsibility or do you wish to adopt the recommen-

dation put forward by the Seychelles. Netherlands
and Denmark.

Netherlands
Thank you Mr. Chairman. I fully support the
proposal put forward by the Seychelles. Although
we don't know what the results would be I think

that at least the effort should be made. Thank you.
Chairman

Thank vyou. Denmark.
Denmark

I have no particular view Mr. Chairman whether it will
be appropriate or not, and suitable to do it that way,
but if it should be done I would like to, an under-
limit to be considered, because whale catcher in our
Schedule can mean anything down to a canoe and if
something like, I have no idea, 80 gross tons would
that be a suitable limit. It would cover my needs.

Chairman

Thank you. Seychelles.

Seychelles

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I don't want to go into
the details of register drafting Mr. Chairman but
I would like to make it clear that I am talking

about commercial whaling and not aboriginal whaling.
Thank you Mr. Chairman.

Chairman

Thank you. Are we all-agreed that the Secretary
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write a circular letter to member countries asking
them to provide him with this information, and

put it together in the form of register? Did the
Seychelles proposal include in it a proposal as to
how to fund this or shall we take it from the

operational costs of the Secretariat. Seychelles..
Seychelles
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. As regards funding,

Mr. Chairman, we could be in communication with you
afterwards as to these.

Chairman
OK. We don't want to prolong the discussion on
this item. We seem to be 1in agreement with the

essence of the proposal put forward by Seychelles
and we agree to ask the Secretary to communicate

with the member governments. Thank you. Panama.

Panama
Mr. Chairman, on this item 29.3 we have a statement
and a proposal. Mr. Johnson will make the state-

ment which we would like to be entered in the
record of the meeting.

Mr. Johnson,
Mr. Chairman, the Panamanian delegation wish to state
that a Panamanian merchant marine, one of the biggest
in the world, owes its international prestige to the
reliability and the responsibility of its laws.
It has been mentioned the whale hunting by some
ships with Panamanian registration such as Paulmy
Star,IIr, Susan and Theresa. However, based in this
principle of reliability that have characterised the
Merchant Marine Laws of Panama, the Panamanian

representation to this Council want to clearly state
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that as soon as it is proved that any ship under
Panamanian registration undertakes any illegal
activity the Government of Panama will proceed
immediately to suspend the licence or what 1is the
same, the Panamanian Registration. Panama does
not issue a certificate of registry to any ship
that wishes to devote itself to the whale hunt.

The Theresa and Susan have been registered as
trawlers and we have no official information that
they have been engaged in whaling. Panama has

a very clear and definite conservative policy.
This policy was clearly demonstrated in the result
of last year's potation and has been reaffirmed

in this Thirty-First Meeting of the International
Whaling Commission. Being this the case we want
to communicate to all the countries and the organ-
isations concerned that if it proves to be true
the information about these ships, pPaulmy star,
Theresa ©r Susan, Or any other ship for that matter,

we will immediately proceed to cancel the licence
of registration.

Yesterday, I have received some information about
the cCape Fisher, Susan and Theresa which I forward

to my Government. We hope that this declaration
will clarify any doubts that may have come up in ;
recent years. Thank you Mr. Chairman. é
Chairman
Thank you. Panama.
Panama
Yes, Mr. Chairman. I would like to be, to speak

quite plainly and simply. Paulmy Star III apparently,
from unofficial sources we learn, has been whaling
in Chile which is now one of the new members of

the IWC, and therefore will operate within the
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regulations of the IWC. Theresa and Susan

as far as we know have not been involved in whaling
vet, since they were commissioned by the Union
Fishing Company in South America. As for the

Cape Fisher 1t has been alleged to be under Panamanian
flag, apparently, if it has it has not been received
vet by the official registry in Panama and we have
learned that the ownership has been transferred to

a company in Cyprus called Sierra Limited. This
points to the need of information in order to fight
unregulated whaling. This is why I would like to
make the following proposal to the Commission.

I will read the proposal.

"In view of the need for information to assist the
implementation of the prohibitions mentioned in
items 29.2 and 29.3 of the agenda, the Committee
recommends that the Commission's Secretary ask the
Governments of Panama, Spain, Japan-and South
Africa, for information:

1. about the direct and indirect ownership by
the nationals or by companies registered in
these nations, in the following company which
allegedly own whaling vessels operating outside
the IWC regulations.

2. about employment of their nationals by said
Company."

And then there follow a list of company which we

have received unofficial information that they might

be involved into unregulated whaling.

So this, to explain it now, this is simply a request
of information to various Governments. I understand
that there in some cases this information is not
available because of the legislation of the particular
countries and in some of the cases the information
will be available and presently forwarded to the
Secretary.
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Chairman

Thank you. We don't have your proposal in a written
form do we?

Panama

No, I'm sorry but I can give it to the Secretary now
if you want.

South Africa
Mr. Chairman of course we would be very pleased to
provide the Commission with what information we
have and as a matter of fact we do have a list of
hames and passport holders of South African citi-
zens who have in the past been involved in this
form of whaling and may still be involved in the
future and we will provide this very gladly. With
regard to companies who actually own vessels of this
nature, we certainly don't have any companies
registered in South Africa but obviously if we did
have information we were of interest we would provide
it very freely, but I have the feeling that the
delegate from Panama has mentioned four countrles.
There may be other countries involved as well and
SO therefore I see no need to specify particular
countries because I think I can add one or two to
his list. I think that it this is to be a reso-
lution it should refer to all member countries.

Chairman

Thank you. Any more comments? Are delegates -~
Japan.

Japan
For information, I don't think we need a resolution.
Anybody could write to my Government for information. ;
I should say that I like to say any peoples, any ““‘*».@

person, can write to my country for information.
So I don't think we need any resolution asking for
information from my Government.
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Chairman
Thank you. Are there others who share the view
of the Commissioner from Japan that we don't need

this resolution or do all of us feel that we should
adopt the Panamanian proposal. Korea.

Korea
Thank you Mr. Chairman. We think that we have
to avoid the use of a sword. We support Japan.
Thank you.
Chairman
Thank you. Some more views. Is there any support

for the Panamanian proposal? If I don't have a
seconder I take it that we are content with what
was expressed by the Japanese Commissioner and
supported by Korea that the Governments could be
approached by anyone who is interested and ask

for such information as is contained in the Panamanian
proposal. Panama.

Panama

I am quite glad that the delegate of Japan will be
providing this information and maybe he can answer
one question. Maybe by asking with the proper
person in his delegation. Is it true that the
TaiyoFisheries is involved in the activities of
the Ming Tai Marine Products Company in Taiwan?

Does the employee ofTaiyo Fisheries in his delegation
know anything about it?

Japan

I have no information.

Chairman

So, I think we should not dwell any longer on this

agenda item. Are there any more comments? If not



- 262 -

we have concluded discussion on this agenda item and

move to the next one. Agenda item number 30, Revision of
. . . . the
]
Revision of the International Convention for the Convention

Regulation of Whaling," and I call upon the
Commissioner from Denmark to report on the meeting
that was held in Copenhagen. Denmark.

Denmark

Thank you-Mr. Chairman. Most of you were present

in Copenhagen and in the autumn we distributed the
report which Dr. Gambell had drawn up so excellently,
and the alternative texts, which were even more
difficult to write. Dr. Gambell did forward to

us somewhere in January and we then in a couple

of week's time from then handed- them to the Embassies
in Copenhagen, of all those who were represented

in Copenhagen, as well as to the Inter-Governmental
Organisations who were there as Observers. Having
the floor Mr. Chairman, we have all got a letter

from the Secretary, dated the 15 June where Captain
Cardosa from Portugal asked if it might be possible
to hold a two to three day Working Group meeting

in Lisbon immediately after the Thirty—~First Annual
Meeting of the IWC. As you remember it was agreed
in Copenhagen at the preparatory meeting that a

small group meet to tidy up the text developed in
Copenhagen. You can see the relevant part of

the rapporteurs report of that attached to the letters
which all Commissioners have received. Now it was
very short notice and I understand that through
different channels have different delegations

inter alia my own, responded more or less to Captain
Cardosa that it was at too short notice. However,

I am not sure that everybody has got this letter
dated 15 June in due time to answer Captain Cardosa
so I will suggest Mr. Chairman that the Commission
agrees that the Secretary, on behalf of all of us,
send a letter to Captain Cardosa, or maybe better Telex
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where he expresses his gratitude for his offer but
regret that for all of us it was too short notice.
Maybe we could here discuss, in this form, that's
up to you Mr. Chairman, whether in such a letter
we' should try to ask Captain Cardosa, indicate to
Captain Cardosa that if it is still the wish of

the Portugese Government to convene such a small
meeting what would then be the wish of the potential
participants. I think it would be, could be

done much easier here than by correspondence later.
Thank you Mr. Chairman.

Chairman
I doubt if the Commission as a body can ask Captain
Cardosa to invite to a meeting, but I agree that
we' should thank him for the invitation buf we
were unfortunately unable to accept and I wonder
i1f there is any action arising. Is there anybody
who is prepared to invite for a meeting of the
Working Group of Drafting Group, or even a
new Conference. Denmark.

Denmark
Just to indicate that Captain Cardosa raised the
matter some time in the - March, but doing it in
a way that did not commit his Government at that
time, just indicated that he had suggested to his .
Government to arrange such a meeting in the middle
of March and that was exactly at the time when the
Law of the Sea session of the Spring took place so
I think for most delegations there would be no
interference between such a meeting and the Law -
of the Sea conference which continues as you know °
here in July and August. Thank you.

Chairman
I think all we can do in this case is to thank

Captain Cardosa for his invitation and we'll just
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have to wait for another invitation. If I hear no

more comments we'll proceed to the next agenda item,

which is agenda item number 31, "Convention on CITES
International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild

Fauna and Flora“. We should ask the IWC observer

on the Second Meeting of the Parties, Costa Rica,

March 1979, to report to us what happened at

that meeting. Mrs. Prudence Fox, the Vice-Chairman

of the Technical Committee attended the meeting.

Could you give us a brief explanation of what happened
at that meeting? _ \

Fox

Yes, I'm sorry Mr. Chairman I'll make it extremely

short. My report is also extremely short. Well
in any case Mr. Chairman I'll try to do it from
memory as I can't seem to find my document:. The

meeting of CITES concluded two matters. They passed

a& resolution which is contained in the document which
has been put out by the CITES Secretary in document
31/08 CITES, which recommended that all member

nations of CITES should take action to not issue

export or import permits, or certificates of intro-
duction from the sea for primarily commercial purposes
for any specimen of a species or stock that's protected
from commercial whaling by the IWC. That was the
first action they took. The second action they

took was to list some additional species of cetaceans
on Appendix I and to list all the remaining cetaceans
that are not on Appendix I on Appendix II. Also

when they listed all of the additional cetaceans on
Appendix II they did indicate that only three of those
species was listed for biological reasons, because

they met the criteria for listing on Appendix II,

those being the sperm whale, the Bryde'swhale and

the minke whale. The rest of the Cetaceans were listed
simply for the reason that it would be impossible to
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tell the difference when they were in trade. That
I think is the report, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman

% Thank you very much and thank you for representing
; the IWC at the meeting. I might ask the CITES

observer if he has anything he wants to say to the
Commission. Is he in here?

CITES

Thank you Mr. Chairman. I'1l be brief. I believe
we can refer to the accurate report of your observer
which is document IWC/31/14 and all I may wish to
give here is supplementary information that has
arisen since that report and since the events after
the meeting which are mentioned in the report.

First of all, as Mrs. Fox has mentioned, the actual
final text of the resolutions are attached to the
document which she quoted, also attached to that
document is a list-of protected species which was
pPrepared by our Secretariat in consultation with the
Secretariat of the IWC and which will be communicated
to the Parties next week on the 20 July. Secdndly,
as regards membership developments since the Meeting,
there are now 54 members of CITES including 15
members of the IWC. Thirdly, subsequent to the
Costa Rica Meeting the 90 day period that is required
for bringing the new amendments to the Appendices
into effect expired on the 28 June which means that

since the 28 June the new Appendices are in effect.

Prior to the expiry of that period two reservations

were received from two countries, Canada and South
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Africa, regarding the including of cetaceans. It
is not for the Secretariat to comment on the merits
of these reservations, I merely wanted to point out
that the effect, the actual effect, of reservations
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of this kind regarding the listing of cetaceans

will be that the Secretariat will not be in a position
to provide trade data, export and import data, from
the two countries concerned, Canada and South Africa
as regards the cetaceans and cetacean products which
are concerned by these reservations. You will find
the details of the reservations also in the document
mentioned.

Lastly, I should like to report on a convention which
has been adopted since - the Convention on Conservation
of Migratory Species of Wild Animals. The Convention
was adopted by a plenipotentiary conference on the

23 June 1979 in Bonn and it has been signed by

22 countries so far and will enter into force after

15 countries have ratified it and under the terms

of the resolution attached to the final act of the
Conference our Secretariat will co~operate with the
Secretariat of the new Convention. On the appendices
of this convention and this I think is of relevance

to your Commission, are a number of species of
cetaceans. Appendix I which concerns endangered
migratory species requiring immediate protection con~
tains the humpback, the bowhead, the right whales

and the blue whale. Appendix II of the Convention
Migratory species requiring international agreements
for their conservation and management in accordance
with the Convention, contains one species of cetaceahs,
the blue whale. These appendices are to be reviewed
at the first meeting of the Conference of the Partiesg
scheduled to be held within two years after the
Convention comes into force.

I should like to conclude by saying that we have
appreciated the Cco-operation, close co—operation
with the Secretariat of the IWC and we hope to continue
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this co-operation in the future. Thank you.

Chairman

Thank you very much Mr. Sand. We also appreciate
this co-operation and hope that it will continue

and your report will be reflected in our report.
| United Kingdom.

UK

I shall be as short as possible Mr. Chairman.

It may not be in order for me to ask this question
at this meeting and if it isn't I respect your
ruling, but I was a little disturbed to hear that
as a result of the two objections that have been
put forward to the proposal, the United Kingdom's
original proposals, that there will now be some
difficulty in monitoring the trade in some cetacea
which we have stated in earlier parts of our
discussions are vulnerable in one way or another,

and I was wondering whether either Canada or

South Africa were in a position to comment at

this stage on their reasons for putting in a
reservation at this stage.

? Chairman
Thank you. Both Canada and South Africa want to

comment. Canada first.

Canada

ey s st

I was attempting to get the eye of the Chairman at
a time when the Commissioner from the UK raised

I aiamea e

this point. A couple of items - you will recall
that the matter of relationship between CITES and

IWC was raised by Canada initially at our meeting,

: ' I believe in Canberra, two years ago. Canada
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requested that the Scientific Committee be asked to
review the status of cetaceans in relation to the
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CITES Convention, the definitions indicated in the
fundamental principles, and also to look at the
application to those fundamental principles of
interpretations that were adopted at a meeting
which took place in Switzerland two years ago.
Canada has placed reservations against those species
for which the Scientific Committee has adjudged are
not properly classified in relation to those
definitions within the Convention, and the rational
behind the reservations are indicated in detailed
letters to the depository Government which should
have been distributed to the other Parties so they
would be available to the UK. If the Commissioner
for the UK does not have copies these of course can
easily be provided.

I would like to make one comment on the statement
contained on page 2 of the report from CITES where
it is stated that "the Secretariat regrets to
inform the IWC that, due to reservations now
expressed by Canada and South Africa, complete
statistics regarding trade in cetaceans and
cetacean products will not be made available from
these two Parties.® This refers back to a
resolution of the Parties, 2.9, which was adopted
and which called for, was a recommendation to
Parties not to issue any import or export permits
or certificates relating to species or stocks
protected from commercial whaling by the IWC.
Now, obviously, Canada's- the import statistics
Wwill be very simple. Canada prohibits the
importation of whale products from any non-member
of the IWC ~.we distributed, or we turned in to the
Secretariat last year, a very detailed report on
our regulations that affect this, our import
permit regulations will not allow such imports.
Imports would only be permitted from IWC members
who are not of course harvesting from Protected
Stocks, so the statistics become very simple.
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In terms of exports they are also very simple,
because Canada does not engage in commercial whaling

and does not export products of any whale which is
a Protected Stock under IWC.

So the statistics are not very much affected in

terms of the live cetaceans which are managed.

Chairman

Thank you. South Africa.

South Africa
Thank you Mr. Chairman. There is nothing sinister
about the reservations which we entered. I think
we really have a rather similar case to that which
has just been explained by Canada in that with
regard to the two species which were included !
Appendix 1, these are rather common and there was
no way in which we could in fact regard them as
being threatened with extinction and, secondly
we didn't feel that all cetaceans conformed to
the criteria of "although not necessarily wmow are
threatened with extinction, may become so" etc.
etc. However, we are aware of the fact that
the problem which is expressed on page 2 about
statistics and so on, and our statistics in the
case of cetaceans are very minimal, but we will in
any event ensure that they are received by the
proper authorities. So, Mr. Chairman, essentially
I think it is that we couldn’'t quite agree with
the complete, that the particular animals concerned
fitted exactly into the criteria of the two Appendices.

Chairman

Thank you. If there are no more comments I don't
see any action arising, and we can remove to the
next agenda item. Thank you Mr. Sand.
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Agenda item 32. Four reports. We have got them
all in the written form - I don't think they neces-
sarily have to be presented. We'll just

adopt . the reports if there are no comments

to the contrary. So we adopt these four reports,
and move to the next item, which is the Thiftieth
Annual Report - that has also been distributed, and
it's the practice that we adopt the Annual Report
too, and if there are no objections to the report,
which I trust you've all read, I take it that the

Annual Report is also adopted. Argentina.
Argentina
Thank you Mr. Chairman. Are you referring to the
point 33. That report - this one?
Chairman

No the Annual Report.

Argentina

Sorry?

Chairman

Here. Yes.

Argentina

Oh, the rose one, the pink one.

Chairman
Yes. It's the paper number 16. Does anybody have
difficulties with that paper, or comments? Can I

take it that the report is adopted?

Argentina

Sorry Mr. Chairman. When did you issue this document.

Chairman

Can the Secretary answer this gquestion?

Co—-operation
with Other
Organisations

Adoption of 30th
Annual Report
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Secretary

Yes, Mr. Chairman. It was sent out 60 days in

advance of the Meeting, together with the agenda
for the Meeting.

Argentina
All right.

Chairman

OK. So the 30th Annual Report is adopted.
The 34th item on the Agenda is admission of press

to plenary sessions. We noted that the Finance -
Pardon?

Argentina

Could you please say, Dr. Gambell, repeat what you
say. You mean 60 day?

Chairman

Yes.

Argentina

Well, how the draft Report can say, this report
embrace the year ended 3] May 1979, if we send
it one month before. Sorry.

Secretary Come

Mr. Chairman, I wrote it anticipating the things
that would happen after I'd written it up to the
end of the Financial Year.

Chairman

Are you satisfied with this explanation Argentina.

Argentina

Oh yes.
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Chairman
.Thank you. I was saying on point 34, that we noted
in the Finance Committee's report some reference to
this agenda item. I wonder if the Chairman of the
Finance Committee now has a comment to make?

Dr. Aron
Mr. Chairman, I think in this case I must speak, Press
perhaps wearing two hats, but to save time it may Arxangements

be best if I do this, rather than attempt to speak
sequentially. The United States has admitted to

the Finance and Report comments that were developed
by one of the members of our delegation who is an
experienced and distinguished member of the press.
Well, I think we feel very strongly the great value
of having the press attend as much of this meeting

as is possible, to have access to the delegates as
much as possible consistent with the orderly business
of the Commission, because we feel it is the interest
of the world in whales that does count and the press
is its vehicle. The work of the Commission, I think,
is work that all of us can be proud of. We do have
nothing really to hide. There were problems that
were associated with this first vear of our new
approach. These are detailed in the Appendix to

the Finance and Administration Report. I would like
on behalf of the United States to eXpress my own sense
of thanks to you, Mr. Chairman, and to the Deputy
Chairman, for your willingness to take on as much as
is feasible in future meetings, the responsibility

of meeting with the press to keep them informed of
what is happening. I hope through the Secretariat
wWe can make arrangements again whenever possible to
accommodate some of the problems that were noted to

occur this year. Thank you very much.

Chairman

Thank you. I guess this will depend a lot on what

FER U
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kind of facilities we get for the next meeting, but
we will take note of this Appendix C and see what

can be done about it. Comments? Denmark.

Denmark
Mr. Chairman, we agreed last year to try this year
to have the press attending the Plenary meetings.
However, we have seen that the very fact that the
press were allowed gave them opportunity to speak
to observers who are not allowed to speak to the
press about Technical Committee meetings. I
think that the observers who get a letter from
Dr. Gambell about Rules of Conduct for Observers,
they disregard that, and we must face, if we are
going to try and admit the press next year, we
must face that everything said in the Technical
Committee comes out in the media; and I think
that that is maybe somewhat counter productive,
because one of the reasons to have as well a
Technical Committee meeting and then later a
plenary meeting is to be able to negotiate.
It is difficult to negotiate - we have seen it
here - but it is even harder to come to solution
when, on the top of the unpleasantness of moving your
position, you have the unpleasantness of losing your
face; and that's what happens when the Technical
Committee things come out in the meeting. Thank you.

Chairman

Thank you. Were there any more comments. Japan.

Japan
I'd like to support the comments made by the distin-
guished delegate from Denmark.

Chairman

Thank you. We've all agreed that the press should
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be admitted to the plenary meetings and not the
Technical Committee meetings and this means of course
that we don't want to have everything that happens

in the Technical Committee reported in the press,

S0 I guess we'll just have to appeal to all present
in the future not to - how shall I put it -~ leak

out to the press what happens in the Technical
Committee. United States.

USA (Dr. Aron)

Mr. Chairman I think we dé appreciate the views of
the Government of Japan and the Government of
Denmark. It is for this reason that we feel it
important that responsible members of the Commis~-
sion make themselves available to the press. I
have the inescapable feeling that the press is
really much more anxious to talk with the Chairman
of the Commission or with the Deputy Chairman to
find out exactly what is happening rather than to
depend upon information which is often less than
accurate from people who are peripheral to the
meeting. I think you will f£ind that it will have
a healthy result if we can be available to the

pPress in a somewhat more frequent manner. Thank you.

Chairman

Well, I don't think the press can expect to find
out from the Chairman or the Vice-Chairman exactly
what has happened in the Technical Committee meetings
because then we could just as well allow them to
attend the Technical Committee meetings but we'll
do our best as I said and try to get better contact
with the press in future. Are you all satisfied
with what you have heard and we'll take note of

the comments we have heard. There is no action
arising I take it. This brings us to the last
item on the agenda - Any Other Business. It looks
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like we are going to make it before 5 o'clock in
the morning. I've been asked by the Commissioner
from the Peoples' Republic of Korea to give them
the floor to make a statement. Korea.

Korea

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I apologise for taking
the floor at this late hour. With your permission
I would like to make a few observations on the work
of the Commission, as a new member participating
for the first time. I want you to place my
statement on record.

On this important occasion of the Thirty~First
Annual Meeting of the International Whaling Commis-
sion it is believed that we have just crossed the
water-shed of international co-operation in the
conservation of whale stocks and or@eply develop- .
ment of whaling industry which are the fundamental
objectives of the Convention of 1946. In an
atmosphere of dangerous emotionalism, prevailing
inside and outside the conference room some irre-—
sponsible and drastic measures have been taken in
an irregular way. The measures are considered to
be incompatible with the purpose of the Convention
and are likely to be the beginning of ending the
work of the Commission. If we believe in the
exﬁreme philosophy with which we can win the
battle merely by recourse to the naked majority
force of vote without support of scientific and
objective evidence and the convincing reasons, we
will no doubt be faced with the same extremism

which denies the result of that battle in the same
reckless way.

}

Statement%
by ‘
Republic
of Korea
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We would like to appeal to all delegates, ladies

and gentlemen , for the recovery of sound judgement,
common sense and lawful conduct of our business in
dealing with important matters affecting the interests
of individual member states. The Commission is not
a scientific institute; the Commission is not a
charity organisation; the Commission is an inter—
national organisation composed of sovereign states
in accordance with the provisions of the Convention
of 1946. No sovereign states will sacrifice their
national interests unless they are bound to do so

by its consent or in international law. If there
is a victim state imposed at one time it will try

by all means to recover its sacrificed interest
at another time.

Mr. Chairman, strong wind is blowing from the
conservationist camp which is going to destroy the
whole legitimate mechanism which has been operating
so far within the framework of the Convention. I
am sad that I have to receive this wind with a
mostly 'no'vote at the very moment when we have

just become new members with the Commission. I

am compelled to disclose our disappointment and the
consternation of the outcomes of the present session
which have been produced and the manner in which
problems and issues before the Commission have been
dealt with. We sincerely hope that any radical
measures resulting in the disappearance of the
Commission, which is only inter-governmental body

in this field, should be avoided by any means.

The adoption of an indefinite moratorium or a ban

on whaling without scientific evidence and cogent
reasoning, at the cost of the interest of important
members of the Commission, can not be, in our humble

view, a solution to the conservationists' claims.
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On the contrary, it will contribute to accelleration
of undesirable confrontation, and to promotion of

chaos, in effective conservation of the sea resources
in question.

We are afraid that it will take whaling member states
out of the Commission thereby destroying the existing
apparatus of conservation. It is earnestly expected
that every genuine effort will be made in the future
to harmonise the divergent positions of the different
sides and to accommodate their conflicting interest

in a more realistic and practical way, and in a !

spiritof compromise. We have to avoid an emotional and

sentimental imposition of catastrophic demand. We

need more negotiating instead of impatiently and

erratically resorting to voting procedures. We g

need more considerate and gradual approaches rather than
those of "once—and«for-alf’and"all—or—nothing?

We need approaches to survival of whales as well

as the Commission. We pledge ourselves to accept

any conservation measures if they are based upon
objective scientific evidence and if they can present
convincing rational ground.

Before concluding my remarks I wish to take this

Opportunity to reiterate the position of my Govern-

ment that it reserves all right with regard to the

coastal whaling within the coastal area over which

it exercises its right under international law and

any measures of the Commission do not affect such ﬂ
a right. I also wish to state the desire of my |
Government that appropriate and suitable transitional

arrangements should be made with a view to protecting

the legitimate interests of new members of the

Commission and encouraging non-members to join the

Commission, as many numbers as possible. It would take T 1
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several years for new members to adapt themselves

to ecology of the Commission and follow up the work
of the Commission. In this regard we ask for

the full understanding by older members of
problems of new members.

I would like to express on behalf of my delegation,
and my own, our sincere appreciation to you, Mr.
Chairman, Chairman of Scientific Committee, and
Chairman of Technical Committee, and those who

led the various Working Groups. Our thanks also
go to Dr. Gambell, Secretary of the Commisgion,

and members of the Secretariat for their tremendous

effort made during this session. Thank you very
much, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman

Thank you. Any more comments. Australia.

Australia

Mr. Chairman, it was my understanding that when we
spoke in the break that you said paper IWC/31/23
that's agenda of, United States Proposal in relation
to agenda item 14, and the proposed amendments of
the Schedule, paragraph 11, had not been handled.

I think it is important to change paragraph 2 of
that amendment so that it is in accord with the

decisions that have been taken at this meeting.

Chairman

What is the number of the paper you are referring
to?

Australia

The paper is. IWC/31/29 - United States proposal
agenda item 14, Bering Sea bowhead whales.
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You recall, at the natural break, I pointed out to
you that as it stood it wasn't correct and you said
we hadn't dealt with that paper yet.

Chairman

USA

I think what is contained in the paper has been super—
ceeded already by the decisions we have taken.
Am I wrong? USA

Mr. Chairman, can we please have a clarification
of the suggestion?

Australia

USA

If we take paper IWC/31/29, if you look at number

2 it says "For each of the years 1980 and 1981, the
take of the Bering Sea stock of bowhead whales shall
not exceed 20 landed or 26 struck, whichever occurs
first." and it was my understanding that we had
only agreed the Schedule for one year, and that
Schedule was 18 landed or 26 struck. Now I just
want to confirm that this document is altered in

the light of that decision, because it was my
understanding from the Chairman that we haven't agreed
it yet.

I think that Professor Ovington is most certainly
correct.

Chairman

I agree, so there should be no misunderstanding
there.

Secretary

Mr. Chairman, as I have understood the debate, and
as I have recorded it in my notes, this document
is totally superceded. The amendment which was
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adopted by the plenary session used the original,
the existing form of words of Paragraph 11 in the
Schedule and was framed exactly in the line of the
current Schedule, so that document 29 is totally
irrelevant.

Chairman

Thank you. So if there are no more statements
of comments I would like to - France.

France g
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. It is not on this matter, §
it is on another matter I will raise. Before the ?

closure of this Thirty~First session of IWC session,
the French delegation, or I, would like to raise a
short statement.

The French delegation regrets delays in that no
adequate time~table or no strict observance of time.
There are some people around this table, perhaps

some tired, but I would stress of better organisation,
and mainly better working methods. Altogether we

have to something next year, and to respect different
rules., It's not the kind of criticism of the
Secretariat, but for us, for us, approving some
decision on whale stock only from statements from

the Chair and not with the hands. In our reports

I suppose it's unusual - and regarding a profuse
incident on an agreement for a quota catch, although
we understand perfectly the reason, I hope we shall
bear in mind our very pleasant and comfortable night
and without effort surely we shall have to meet on

Saturday, on Sunday, next year. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman

I'm sure we'll all do our best for to improve and
be more productive in our work, and if there are
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no more comments I wish to thank all of you;

I want to thank the Chairmen of the various
Committees; and last, but not least, I'd like to
express my sincere thanks to Dr. Gambell and his
staff and I ask you, Dr. Gambell, to convey our
deepest thanks to your staff for everything you
have done for us. You have been doing really
much more than could be expected from people not
more numerous that you are. Thank you very

much and I declare this Thirty-First Annual

Meeting of the International Whaling Commission
closed.

END OF FOURTH AND FINAL PLENARY SESSION
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